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BHARAT RAXNA AWARD TO NETAJI SUBHASH 
CHANDRA BOSE ~ WRIT PETITION REGARDING. 



MOST IMMEDIATE 
BY SPECIAL MESSENGER 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


Subject:- C.O. 6720(W)/93 - Bijan Ghosh Versus Union of India and 
Others in the High Court of Calcutta. 


_ 


This case was discussed yesterday with the Additional 
Solicitor-General by me along with the Deputy Central Government 
Advocate. 

2. I mentioned that Court Notice has been served in this case 
upon the Attorney-General of India and the High Court expects the 
Attorney-General to appear or to be properly represented. 

3, The next date of hearing is 29 September, 1993 (the coig 
Wednesday] . 


4. The original Court Notice, stated to have been served upo 

the Attorney-General, does not seem to have been received in thi , 
Ministry. However, copies of the papers received from the 
Department of Legal Affairs are sent herewith. The Department of 
Legal Affairs ID No. 44(5)/93-Judl; dated 16.2.1993 says that the 
Court Notice in original served upon the Attorney-General is 

enclosed. However, it has not been received in this Ministry. 

5. The Attorney-General is already aware of this case. The 

Deputy Central Government Advocate may please get in touch with him 

and arrange for the Attorney-General to he represented in Court on 
29 September, 1993. “ 


- 


6. During discussion yesterday, the Additional Solicitor-General 
suggested that we should seek adjournment on 29.9.1993 after filing 
the Affidavit claiming privilege in respect of the records. On the 
next date of hearing, the Additional Solicitor-General will himself 
appear on behalf of the Union of India. It is ' . possible that the 
Attorney-General will also be represented by him in the Court. 

7. Necessary action may kindly be taken immediately and this 
Ministry informed today itself about the position. 



/ ' fM VpnVatpcwAm Tv 


(M. Venkateswara IyerJ 

Joint Secretary 




Shri P. Parmeshwaran, Deputy Central Government Advocate, Central 

Agency Section, Supreme Court, New Delhi. 

MHA ID No. 1/27/91-Public dated 27.9.1993 
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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA, \ * * 

^ v ' record Of ’PROCEEDINGS • , * ’ 


TRANSri.lt XML ^eiition (CKft'jtrtj N°(s) 6 t 7 of 1992 


■ ■,[- 


Union of Indio 




Petitioner (s) 


Ve'sus 


S.F. Anand A Anr* 


Respondent (s) 


X 

Dale : E*1 .1S93 This -These petition (s) w?$'v.eie called on lot heating today. 
CORAM 

HorVble Mi Justice K .1* . V EKK/.7AC J!AL I AH 
HDn’b-’e Mt Justice CM.. RAT. 

Han* We Mi Justice 


forth* pertioneRsi >;Jfr . A< Sutheri.ici, Adr, 

t j , TV F.£ trite:, A;v. 


For the respondents) 


UPON heat inc counsel the Cood made the following 

ORDER 

Upon motion. the matter Is taken on Board. 

The matter arises out o£ en ex-parte order nede by the 
JnSore Eer.ch of the Hadhya Pradesh High Court. Learned counsel 
for the petitioner submits th=t the or-er which learned counsel 
Celle tJi extra-ordinary one, interdicts the award of Natloriai 
Honours, such as Bharat Ratna etc. Petitioner's apprehension 
is that the Award Ceremony fcheduled on the Republic Day on the 
?6th of Jenu&ry, "<993 or theieabouts should not be hampered by t i j jus: 
ex- parte order. 

m 

But then if the petitioner is aggrieved by the ex-parte 
order, it is appi opriete for the petitioner to aeve the Cour t to 
Vecete it. 1 1 is not appropriate on that score to have the main 
. matter itself withdrawn to this Court. ' If en eppllcation for 
-..veceti i\g Uie ex-psrte order is meved fclthin three days froci todey,- 
j lb iWilltbe appropriate for the High 'Court to consider erd dispose. 
ot the'^ame most expeditiously. Vhile ve ebsteln from teaRlng euy 
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obcervttlcns on the nerlU of tr.c tetter, ve Indies U 
to the Hi&h Court the need for dlspotel as expeditiously 
es possjb3o arid In any event not later than the £Oth 
Jcr.utry, 1993. VI th these observi lions, the Transfer 
Petitions ere 01 sicissed . liberty lc mention* 


(blnerh hur-.-.r) 
Co«rt Kj-stcr 


Court 1* ftei 
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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 


C.O.NO, 6720(W) OF 1993 


Bijan Ghosh and Others 


Versus 


Union of India and Others 



AFFIDAVIT OF SHRI N.N. VOHRA, SECRETARY TO THE 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA, MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


I, N.N, Vohra, Secretary to the Government of India, in the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, do hereby solemnly affirm and state as 
ollows:- 

0 

1. The Hon'ble High Court at Calcutta has, during the hearing of 
the above-cited matter, namely, C.O. 6720(W) of 1993, ordered^-tfre 
production of all the records pertaining to the declaration of the 
Award of Bharat Ratna posthumously to Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, 




2. I, as the Secretary to the Government of India, in the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, am the Head of the Department, and I am 
is such in control of, and in charge of its records. I am filing the 




toil* 'h^’e sent affidavit in my capacity as the Head of the Department. 


■In ol t% 


3. . I am filing the present affidavit claiming privilege, under 
Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act, read with Article 74(2) of 
the Constitution, in respect of the records pertaining to the 
declaration of the Award of Bharat Ratna posthumously to Netaji 
Subhash Chandra Bose. I am claiming privilege in the following 
circumstances. 


4. 


The records ordered to be produced by this Hon'ble Court in 


the above-cited matter are unpublished official records relating to 
affairs of State, and contain communications made to public officers 







^ V 



& 


In official confidence. The disclosure of the records would cause 
injury to the public interest. As such, they are protected by 
Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act. The disclosure of the 
records would also be violative of the mandatory provisions of 
Article 74(2) of the Constitution inasmuch as the records contain 
advice tendered by the Ministers to the President. 


5. I submit that the records ordered to be produced also belong 
to a class of documents which it is the practice to keep secret for 
ensuring the proper functioning of the public service. The records 
include notes and minutes by officers and Ministers on files, a Note 
submitted to the Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs and the 
decision of the said Committee, all of which are classified as 
Secret . c 


£ 


A 


6. I have carefully examined the question as to whether the 
disclosure of the records would cause injury to public interest, and 
am bona-fide satisfied that their disclosure would cause injury to 
public interest, and that public interest would suffer thereby. 



7. In the circumstances, I withhold permission to produce the 
aid records or to disclose their contents or to give any evidence 
erived therefrom, and claim privilege under Sections 123 and 124 of 
he Evidence Act, read with Article 74(2) of the Constitution, 
specifically in respect of the following contents of the said 
records : - 





(i) Copies of letters exchanged between the Prime Minister and 
the President regarding the Award of Bharat Ratna 

posthumously to Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, under Article 
74(2) of the Constitution; 


(ii) 


Minutes of the Prime Minister and the Home Minister, on the 
relevant file, classified as Secret, regarding the said Award, 
under Article 74(2) of the Constitution; 


3 




(ill) Notes on the relevant file, classified as Secret, by senior 

officers of the Government of India including the Home 
Secretary and the Cabinet Secretary, regarding the said 
Award, under Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act; 

(lv) Communications made in official confidence to the officers of 

the Ministry of Home Affairs, regarding the said Award, 
under Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act; 


(v) Correspondence between the Ministry of Home Affairs and the 
wife and daughter of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, through 
the Indian Embassy in Vienna, regarding the said Award, 
under Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act; and 


\ 


(vi) 



8 . 


Copies of a Note for the Cabinet Committee on Political 
Affairs (submitted in January, 1991) on the subject of the 
dispute regarding the ashes of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, 
and also the controversy about whether he is dead or alive, 
and the decision of the Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs 
thereon, under Article 74(2) of the Constitution and Sections 
123 and 124 of the Evidence Act. 


* 


However, I submit that I have no objection to the records in 
respect of which privilege has been claimed being produced for 
perusal by this Hon'ble Court for satisfying itself about the bona- 
fides and genuineness Of the plea of privilege. 


(N.N. VOHRA) 
DEPONENT 


VERIFICATION 


I, N.N, Vohra, the deponent above-named, do hereby verify 


the contents of the above affidavit, and state that the same are true 
to the best of my knowledge,- based on the records mentioned in 
para 7 above, and nothing material has been concealed. 




Verified at New Delhi on this the 27th day of September, 1993. 



J M (~ lw { 

BEFORE ME ^ I 

Certified that the tor ^\ . StotPEDrut 
wi* declared on sol ■ aftirmacio© 
before me which has bum re*d over to 
the deponent who hat admitted ii u 


c 




(N.N. 


V/j/ »3 
VOHRA) 


DEPONENT 


$ */>1 . e\J 
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GCVERNKEI'TT of INIjIA ' 
Ministry of Law, justice & c f; Affairs 
department of Looal Affairs 
Branch secretariat, Calcutta* 


4, K>S* Roy Roed , c 3 l cu tte-l' 
pated , the 6th August , 1933* 


* 
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To 

Shri L.B.Sinate 
Director 

Ministry of Home Affairs 
Government of India 
Korth Block 
Kev Delhi - 110 001. 

Sub : C.O. Ko, (K) of 1992 
Bij4h Kumar Ghosh 
; - Vs - 

Union of India & Ors* 


Dear Sir, 

Enclosed please find herewith the copy of the 
Affidavit of added respondent No. 6 namely, Dr.Sushanta 
Kiimar Mitre for doing the needful* 

Thanking you, 


Encli As above* 


Yours faithfully, 

o 



c s. k. m 

Jr, Central Govt, Advocate. 



H/ 


DISTRICT i CALCUTTA 
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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION 
( APPELLATE SIDE } 


In the matter of * 

G.O. No. (W> of 1993 i 

And 


In the ciatter of ; \ 

An application under Article 226 of tbe > 
Constitution of India ; 


And 

M ,t. b e * 

Bijtn Cbosb 

..... Petitioner 


-Versus- 

Union of India and tbherr 

Respondents 


r 
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AFFIDAVIT OF ADDED RESPONDENT NO * % 

kakklx. dr. susA.'-nA kumar kitra. 

I, Dr. Susanta Kumar Kitra, son of Late Nilmony Kitra, 
aged about $2 f residing at 25 -A, bazar Street, Cal-?00006, 
by occupation Investigative Journalist ana Social Worker, oo 
hereby solemnly affirm anu say as follows i- 

& 

‘M 

C 

vn 


contd 



n 


AK-I 


0 * 


1. From News papers reporting 1 came to know tbat a Writ 
petition bas been moved before this HOn'ble Court on 29th 
January, 1993 ana the same was made returnable after 15 days. 

When the matter was taken/ on 4th iebruary *93, an oral prayer 
was made on behalf of me to add me as a party respondent in 
this W r it application in support of the application, and His 

, V 

Lordship, the Hon 'ble Mr. Justice Banerjee was pleased to add 
me as a party respondent to the vrrit application being respondent 
No. 5 and all the necessuiy formalities were waved for addition 
of parties since His Lordship treated this writ application as a 
public Interest Litigation. I am a Pb.D. in Journalist and I am 
in search of the truth silnce last 15 years about the unsolved 
mystery cf disappearing of Subhas Chancre Bose and reasons of 
conspicuous apathy on the part of Government of India on Netaji. 

J 

A xerox copy of the said order dated 4.2.93 is annexed 
and marked with letter AK-I. 


2. I have received a copy of the said writ petition ana 
understood the contents ajno purports thereof. I support the 
cause of this Public Interest Litigation. The so called title 
'Bharat hatna* bestowed upon Subhas Chandra Bose by the President 
is nonest since such Title was conferred most unconstitutionally . 


3. 6t I state that 1 0o support integrally the containts, 

nr 

averments, allegations and submission made in the said Writ 


i 


i 
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petition and In addition to that I incorporate the following 
paragraphs and cause to strengthen the valid it/ 1 Legality and 
constitutionally of said petition, which are pertinant for 
adjudication of the Writ petition. 

4. I state that the Union of India had acted 

unconstitutionally on conferring the so called title 
■ilHAFAX RATNA* to Netaji Subhas Chandra bose. bn a rat Ratna 
is treatea as the highest Civilian title ano it is conferred 
by the highest executive post of the State that is the President 
of India. Article 18(1) of constitution stands in the way of 
confering any title to any person, excepting which are of a 
military or academic distingtion. Article 16(1) runs as 
follows : "No title, not being a Ailit&ry or academic 
distinction, shall be conferred by the State Constitution 
is the supreme law of the land and Article 1& occurs in Part 0.1 
which is being the Chapter of Fundamental bights of any 
citizen by any way whatsoever, if not emergency is 

t 

proclaimed. So^ not only in case of Netaji Subh&s Chandra bose i 
but of all other persons to whom any title of any order (may 
it by the highest, or the lowest) had been conferred so far by 
the State, Excepting Military and academic distinction, the 
and every unconstitutional act on the part of State is liable 
to be said aside by the Kon'ble Court. 



/ 
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5* The wisdom of the Constitutional maters bad been 
totally dishonoured by this practice of conferring tile 

* 

to different citizen of India end other eskbx countries. Indian 
Sub-continent was under the colonial rule of British and the 
Britishers used to 'purchase' different colonial subjects by 
conferring some titles, via. Knight, Koy Bahadur, Sir, etc. 

To mate India liberated from such colonistic garbagesentiment, 
the maters of the constitution made it categorical and cardinal, 
theat\ State shall not confer any title, vertually which 
supplements the approach and elements of Article 14. Out 
constitution has a socialistic flavour and as such title 
and if that is done that will frustrate the fundemental rights 
of the other citizens to whom no title has been conferred. 

Title means distinction anc bestowed by the pleasure of the 
Throne a no as such no title be there in a Socialistic Be&ocracy. 
In support of that 1 Quote from Tagore : 


K 


to i 1 1 ' ) 


S*>- 






6) This subcontinent was subjected to Imperialism 

and colonialism for a millennium and as a matter of fact 

I 

the national Leaders could not been able to maae themselves 
free from that slavery mentality and this bad practise of 
conferring such title is a manifestation of that mentality. 
Inspite of the wisdom of the constitutional framers, this 
particular practice of conferring title was adopted by 
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con to 
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Mr* Heheru, vbo claimed blmself as tbe 'last Britisher* 
to rule India- If this system of conferring title Is 
allowed to be perpetuated in that typical British manner, 
with utter disregard to the supreme lav of the land, that 
would be tbe must undortunate ana unwanted practice. Perhaps 
for that reasons the Union of India did not confer any title 
to any body when It was run by /Janata Fa rty /Janata Dal/and 
*b Socialistic Janata B&l. it is a matter of fact, that all tbe 
26 persons wbo were conferred with' the alleged title 
*Bharat R&taa* before the Government headed by Narashima Rao, 
were selected by Neberu-Gandbi family. About such *Bbarat 
Ratnas * the public opinion is, to satisfy their political 
need and vested family interest, 'Bharai hatna ' were given 
only to these persons who can satisfy such requirement of 
Gandhi-Heberu family. Netaji Subha s Chandra Bose, by rank 
w$s tbe 27tb person to who tbe said alleged title was 
conferred and that too along with the other recipient 
Kaulana A.K.Azad ans it took only years to recognise (7) 


fletaji, if is not motivayed a no purposive. 


Since this so called title has almost become a 


political gift or victim of entitlement, the Government of 
India headed by Janata Party in 197? discarded this title 
giving ceremony. This 'State recognition* had lost its 
honour in 1971 when the then Prime Minister, Indira Gandhi, 


/ 


contd . * . .p/6 
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-u (6) 

declared himself a 'Bharat hatna' and State confer the 
title upon her 9 This y to put on records that a writ 
petition is pending disposal before the High Court at 
Rajasthan, which challenged the 'Bharat Ratna' title 
conferred upon Heberu, Indira ana ha jib Gandhi* ■ 

8. Ihe public opinion is, bad the death of hajib Gandhi 

be not a pathetic one caused by an accident, tbe State would 
not confer the title Bharat hatna to ha jib Gandhi posthumously. 
As if it is an obligation on the part of Narashlma Kao 
personally. Had there been no death of h&jlb Gandhi, Narasbima 
Rao cannot get the chance to be the Prime Minister of India. 

r~ 

If contribution to the countiy is considered, why not Lai 
J^&hadur Shastri wno also aieu in foregin land as a victim of 
violance ano conspiracy r ( lhat w^s also a pathetic death cause 
by an accident but he has not yet been conferred with title 
Bharat hatna. Simply a pathetic accidental death can made a 
man 'Bharat hatna'. 


9* Bharat hatna is a title* It is not an award, not 

a prize, not a decoration or ornamentation. Only title is 
given posthumously , prize or awara is not given posthumously* 
Every award have a consideration or value attached. Only 

^ in case of e title, no such mstterial question is involved. 
Bharat Rutna is not involved with any such matterial 
consideration, Bharat hatna is absolutely a title and as such 
no title can be given by the State to any persons and in true 

i 

i 

/ 

t 
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i 
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honour of the Constitution, Bharat hatan anti such 
similar titles, so far have been given to different 
persons since Independents, should be taken back and/or 
withdrawn. And further to that, in future no Titles be 
given by the State, excepting academic anc limitary. 


I state that allged 'Bba rat fcatna' has been given 


10 . 


to Neta^i purposively and with ulterior motives. To declare 
him dead by the State in official capacity, the plea of 
conferring him a title posthumously has been aoopted. It 
has been taged with Maulana Azau, only to given the 
impression to the public that as if this time 'Bharat Katna ' 
have been given only to the persons who is dead. Khan Abdul 
Gaffur Khan was conferred with tfharat fcatna long bacK and 


there is no reasons to recognise Maulana Az&d long after 
Gaffur Khan, o ispossionately it may be well concluded that 
the contributions of Azac was much core than that of Abdul 
Gaffur Khan . 



Inquiry was ordered by Chandra 


Sefchar the then Prime Minister of India not only for the 
cause that the people of India were not satisfied with 
the findings and reports of the two so called Inquiry 
commission but the Government w^s in possession of let of 
Documents anti eviuencesj which simply over ruled the finding 


con td 


» * * * 
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and reports of the two earlier Inquiry comm lesions but 
title till date that order of Investigative Inquiry Commission 
has not been executed. It was reasonably doubted by the 
people of India that the State arcbieve of the then Soviet 
Russia was in position of authenticated records and 
documents related to the said mystery. The Soviet Russia 
was o is int regated with effect from 2 $ * 12 *91 and the said 
State archive oecame accessible to public.'. It is presumably 
doubted that the announcement of bestowing a posthumously 
titled to Hetaji was made in a burry on 26.t*92* Only to avoid 
the consequences of facing the truths and facts related to 
Netajl as lying in State archives of the then Soviet Russia and 
K.G.B., since became assessible after the Xfcix Christmas, 1991* 
It was reported in Hindutan Times dated 5 .3*90, Calcutta 
"Dr. E.E.Yarlova of Soviet Institute of Oriental Studies, 
Moscow, told Hindutan Tines here today that wo Soviet 
scholers who had been working on the Indian NationxLeaders, 
had applied to the Government for germ is si on to examine the 
documents. The documents were categorised as 'top secret* 
and had never been made accessible". Nation Leaders in last 
45 years gave different letters to the then Soviet Russian 
authorities to hand over the documents and papers related to 
Netaji but all the times the letters vent unanswered. The 
con tens ions of tnose letters were never oenied by such 
authorities. It can be thus concluded that those were 
admission by such authorities, following the principles of 
'admission by non -traverse ' . 


contd 
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Only to turn the fact back most purposively from 

the mines of information, to shut the doors up from any 

\ L 

further inquiry regarding Netaji and the involved mystery, 
Netaji was declared death unuer the camouflage of a title 
conferred posthumously, instead of causing any further 
integrated investigation in the different parts of the world 
in the changed inter national situations, more particularly 
from Russia, the Union of India cof erred Netaji a title 

posthumously, which proves beyona ail ooubts the purposive 

j 

and perversive intensions in conferring such title. Only to 
confer a title POSTHUMOUS JJC, Netaji was tes towed with 
Uibarat Ra;na*. 


12. AT ter 11 years from the cate of the mystery, an 

one man commission was constitute to find out the facts 
ana the truth pebtnd his my rte ric-ut die appearance. Such 
committee w*s ordered by the then Prime Minister Hr. Heheru 

i 

under the public demand. It was named Shah Ms wax was 
throughly disagreed by the country. Mr# Shah Nawaz was 


ii 


subsequently appointed as a cabinet Minister of Heheru's 
minister. , 


v It is need less to mention that the Reports, findings 

ana observations of Netaji Inquiry committee has got no bearing 


contd ... .p/10 




and is not binding upon, since subsequently one man 
Judicial inquiry commission was apponted in 1970 by 
Indira Gandbi, the then Prime Minister for the same 
business. Hence Shah Nawaz Committee became a ullity. 
The said inquiry commission namely Khosla Commission 
submitted is report in the parliament in 1 97V. It vas 
announced on the floor of the parliament at the time of 
submitting the report or Khosla Commission that the 
inquiry committee has submitted a report of some 237 
pages (as recorded in Parliamentary Proceedings ) but 

subsequent..* . 

*■ was founo tht the volume of Khosla 

nnmrrsission report Is - 



t 


\ 

k, . 

i 

I 

\ 
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1 

I 
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suit of an & 


. Trie conducing portion of the 
a.ed as he commendation, signed b> 


concerned the rewith • Ine 
report Cnapter 7, termed as 


r 7, termed as he coot enc at ion, 

nu b.M.Kaitra, 


the member 



e as loliows • 


« itie Committee has come 
Netaji Subhas Chandra bo 


lTr , € to the conclusion that 
bose met his death In an 


cont 
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air crash, and that the, .ashas now at Renkoji 
temple, Tokyo are his ashas, Kev. Moshijuki and 
the trustees of the Renjoki temple have already 
kept the ashas for a number of years. Their 
services deserve to be recognised. If the ashas 
are taken to be genuine Henkoji temple cannot 
obviously be their final resting place. Netaji 

Subhas Chandra Hose died ten years age. It is 

\ 

time that his ashas were brought to i India with 
cue honour anc a memorial erected over them at 
a suitable place. This ve recommend f&r the 
serious consideration of the Government of India 
It may be mentioned in btls connection that 
influential nicies in Japan are considering 
patting up a memorial to Netaji in that country. 

If Netaji's mortal rerr ians are honoured and 
his iceals kept alive, then one could truly ask 
fivherc is deaths sting where, grave the victory?" 

This is very much pertinent that the other non- 
official member of the Committee", namely Suresb Chandra 
uose submitted report, in the s-ic recommendation it was 

stated " If the asuet are tamen to be genuine " 

- Those sorts of assumptions or presumption or contradic- 
tion which are the elements of a report made the report 
a nullity. It is needless to mention that the ashes in 
Kenkaji Temple was not ana lye led in any forensic labora- 
tory. This the statement "If the ashes ere tkaaisa fca taken to be 
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genuine" is not based on forensic findings or any sorts 
of post • mortem analysis. It is partinent to mention 
bere that when the two Prime Ministers of India visited 
the Fienkobi Tample, i r their comments on the visitors 
took, none did make any remarks a pout Netaji. Neberu recorded 
on the visitor's book ; "May the message of Buddha bring 
peace to mankind". 


Indira Gandhi wrote in the Visitors book some- 
thing not related with Netaji. 


P> 


12E, The terms of reference of the Netaji Inquiry 

Commission, 19?0 were : "Inquire into all the facts and 

I 

circumstances relating to the disappearance of Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose in 1915 ana the subsequent develop- 
ments connected there with and make its report to the 
Central Government". Mr. G.D .khosla, I.C.S., and 
ex -chief Justice of Punjab High Court in submitting his 
report varidly travelled beyond the terns reference ana 
brought so many unnecessary things |even the alleged 
marriage of Netaji- Which most conclusively proves the 
perversity of the report submit tec by Ifr. G.B.Khosla. 


13. Before submitting the said renort Justice G.D. 

Khosla wrote and published a book, namely the ’Bast days 
of Netaji *s which book conclusively saio that Netaji oied in 
the alleged plane crqsb in 19 ^?. Such publication of the 

i 

book is binding piece of evidence that Jistice Jvhosla 

touts mace up his mind before submitting thd report and the book 


was published with the specific purpose. 


i 


There were a number of derogatory comments about 
Netaji in the said book for which Mr. Dvijen Chandra Bose, 


i 



a nephew of Netaji filed a suit for defamation in the 


x B&nksai Court. Calcutta* Justice Khosla tendered 

unconditional apology before the Learned Chief JtKlXBpiftitaui 
Metropolitan Magistrate ano the book was ordered for withdrawn 
froir circulation* Khosla also tcnered unconditional applogy 
before the Previledge Committee of Parliament for writting 
and publishing the ^aia book. Apart from alilother grounds, 

and the heports of Atiosla Commission turned to a non-est, 

\ 

expired to voiu auinitiox lor the reasons stated above. 




the then Prime Minister Kr. Morarji Desai on 3rd 
September, 1978 announced on the floor of Parliament that ; 


" Shah Navas Committee and Mhos la Comr is:, ion held the 
report of Netaji Lose *s death as true. Since then 
reasonable ooubts have been caused on the correctness 
reached in the two reports one various important 
com rac iction in the testimony o: the Witnesses have 
* Dean noticed. Some further contemporary olficial 
documentary rsooras have also becor-e available. Xn 
the light of these doubts anc contradictions and 
these records, Government lino it difficult to accept 
that the earlier ccnciutions art decisive 

| 

/ 

On 11th April 1979 the Minis ter of State of the 

/ 

Uriion Ministry of Home, Mr. Lhanikiai Monual made a cristal 


h ! 


9\ 

! 
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clear statement in ^ the Parliament with regard to tbe 
perported attempt of cringing of tbe alleged ashes of 
He\aji in India frcm HenitoJ'i temple, that It was Reasonably 
doubted about the inquiry reports submitted by tbe earlier 
two commissioners about the death of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
hose and it was not possiole lor the Government of India to 
accept those reports as conclusive, ano accordingly it was 
not possicle for the uoverament of India to accept the 
proposal of Jufiara In such premises. 

\ 



So, it is ir ore than conclusive thtt findings and 
reports of Netjjji Inquiry Committee, 1956 and Netaji Inquiry 
CoiTitnifcfeion , 1970 we re /a re noniest. ibt Government cf India 
now can not confer any posthumous title upon Netaji replied 
upon the Imports, fin gins and observation ol the tvo Inquiry 
Commissions . The Keports oi the tain tvo Inquiry Commissions, 
which were virtually *ste el -born -bathes *, s in no way can help 
the Government of India in bestowing any title etc. upon Netaji 


POS THUl'jOGSixf'. 


ikonably presumed that ooth the Keta j i 


11*. It is reakonaely presumed that ooth the Ketaj i Inquiry 
Committee, 1956 anu Netaji inquiry Commission 1970, which were 
f ormeu only to sptcify the puttie uemanc net to search out the 
Iruths sincerely, both Such Inquiry Commission declared that 
Netaji oieu on the alleged plane crash on 18th August, 19^5* 
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The Government of India beaded by Chandra Sekhar declared 
Investigative Inquiry that may be called the third Netaji 
Enquiry Commission, which will be held to investigate the 
sustained unsolved x mystery denove* 

So it is concluded will that the Government of 
India had never accepted the Reports and findings of two 
earlier Inquiry Commissions. Government of India never acted 
upon the Reports of the said two commissions. Tnus it is 
veil concluded that both the said IJetaji Inquiry 
Commissions 1956 and 1970 respectively became nullity, void 
ab-initio and absolutely non-est. 

14A. On 21 . 9.1945 at the Pcatsy Session of All India 

National Congress, Maulana Area the then Congress President 
tolc the delegates ""he circumstances in which the news of 
the death of bore- had reached us and the sources responsible 
for tt;e announcement co not anfcc curtain that Rose is 
infact deao . Therefore, nis name should not appear In a li- 

t 

st of those who died since the last Session of All India 
National Congress" (that is for aci last 3 years >. 

No condolence resolution has yet been passed in 
any session of A.I.C.C. for thee teeth of Netsji. The 
Government of India formes by the Congress Party is headed 
by Hr. P.V .Narashima Kao, who is also the President of 
Indian National Cogmess, for what reasons considered 
Netaji oeac and conferred u title upon nim posthumously 
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is really ridiculous. If tbe Governments of India consl- 
dering him dead, why not tbe Congress forty observed any 
condolence for Netaji who was twice elected as tbe Pre- 
sident (Rasbtrapati) of Indian National Congress. If 
will proved from the meetings of A.I.C.C. 

14-B. Tbe most conspiceous thing Is the “death news” 
upon which tbe entire would banked upon and the propaganda 
of death was published, fbe alleged plane crash reported 
to be happened on 10 tb August 194-5 at about 2 p.nw (there 
are different contradictory views) was first announced by 

i 

^omein News Agency (Private news agency of Japan)” on 23 rd 

I 

Ajugust 194-? about that incident. It stated that Netaji 
v»s seriously injured in an air crash at Taiboku on 10tb 
Ajugust 194-5 was treated in a hospital in Japan ano Died 
at midnight* 

At the same time fiik&riklkan circulated a news 
M T(Bose) while on the way to the eapltal, as a result of 

in accident to this Aircraft at Taiboku at 1400 hrs. On 

1 a 

the 18th August was seriously injured and died at mid- 
night on tbe same date. His body has been flown to Tokyo by 
the Formosan Amy. 

I hage thanked the Fomosan Army, for their 
kindness. 

i 

Tbe substances in both the news indicates a common 

I 

element that Netaji's body was flown to Tokyo, so it could 
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not stand to reason that his body was cremated at Formosan. 


So the basic death news there was no evidence, 
not even a whisper that the body of Netaji was flown 
to Formosan from Japan. 

No document was produced neither before the Netaji 

Inquiry Committee or the Netaji Inquiry Commission to know 

* * 

that at least one plane flew in the akies on T a lhoku on 18th 
August 19^5. 


1VC. . So called Doctor's evidence was at such variance 
from one another and only from their own statements given 
before Anglo-American Intelligence, Netaji Inquiry 
Committee and Netaji Inquiry Commission 
could beLieve their testimony. 


that none in his sence 


Your petitioner cruve leave to produce those 

i 

documents at the time of hearing. He further crave 
leave to produce the evidences led before Netaji Inquiry 
Committee, 1956 and Netaji Inquiry CommjLssion, 1970 and 
the Bofak of Samar Guha, namely, "Netaji- Dead or Alive". 

14D. Every body /Inst itution/Autbority most successfully 
failed to establish the ceath of Netaji and surprisingly 
Government of India in trying to prove it by donfering a 
Title postnumously "There vqs no official record of Subhas 
Chandra bose's death in my Archives" - Mountba£ten replied 

i 
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an IO. 3.78 to the letter of Hr. N.G.Gore, the then Indian 
High Commissioner at London. 


?4JS* It is an established fact that the Congress Party 

had an "apathy & alergy" about Netaji, manifestation of 
that bad been well established ly spreaded out through out 
the dicades in different Government Orders, speaking and 
unspeaking. 

It is quateo from the file of "Ministry of Defence" 

\ 

which was marked as "confidential". 

N. 159211.1 Subject i Photes 

H.Q. Bombay Sub -Area 
Colaba, Bombay-5 
11th February. 1949* 

It is directed that Photos of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose be 

not displayed at prominent places in Unit Lines, Canteens, 

quarterguards or Fiecreation Booms. 

S N K-VL Sd/- P.N.Khanouri 

Tel : 35081, Ext. 4-1 
Major General Staff. 

The INA personnels were most badly treated in post British 
India, no recognition was given to them none of them were 
reinstated in military proving the allegence to their 
"British Master". This was the treatment, what Government 
of India extended to Netaji. It is really surprising what 
promted Government of Inoia to confer him the highest 
civilian Title after so many year. 

15 . Mr. Samar Guha published a hook under the title 
"Netaji Dead or Alive"? in March 19?S* The book in te rally 
contemplated about ooubts of the death of Netaji and proba- 
bilities of His remiaaing alive. The book had taken into 
account of all the views but was retionally most successful 
In conclusively proving that Netaji still alive* The reports 

P/14- 
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of the said two inquiry commissions were throughly 

sc&ned and all the contents of such reports were retionally 

ana led altogether. The first adition of the book exsExiaxJtpxii 

was exhausted within a month. Second edition of the book came in 

April 1978* The book created such a. stir that latter a 32-Para UNI 

despatch on tt^e book was given publicity by all the 

national and regional news papers all over the country. 

Such a book was released ^>y the then President of India o 
Mr. N.S.Beddy on 7th Marc a, 19?8 in a ceremony 
held in the Parliament Annex. The function was presided by 
the Lok Sobha speaker, Justice K.S.Eeged. The ceremony was 
widely reported in the national press. The book which claimed 

l 

and vartually was able to knock down all the findings, 

I 

observations and reports of Netaji Inquiry Committee 1$?6 
and Netaji Inquiry Commission 19?G, was released by the 
president concluaeo that the fingings and reports of the 


Nete.ji Inquiry Committee ana Net&Ji Inquiry Commission 


were not accepted by tbe Government of India, neither in 
official capacity nor in informal manner, nor ever by the 
country man as a shole. In such situation the Government 
of India cannot claim that they have gue tbe title to Netaji 

y 

posthumously aepenaing upon ana relying on finding and 
reports of Netaji Inqtlry Committee 1956 and/or Netaji Inquiry 
Commission, 1970. 



16* One Hand l&l Sbarma, moved a public Interest Liteara- 


gation before the Rajasthan High Court being S.B. Civil 

* * 

writ petition No. 902 of 1984 alleging interalia that 
the reports ana findigns of two Nc-taji Inquiry Commissions 
could not discover the Truth relating to Him, His myste- 
rious disappearance and causes of non- returning to mother 
land, and prayed for a High Level Investigative Inquiry. He 
replied upon 63 sets of documents, including the reports, 
findings evidence and witnesses of Netaji Inquiry Committee, 
1956 and Netaji Inquiry Commission, 19/0. 

The Union of India appeared but did not countested 
of affidavits, though exhaustive opportunity 
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was given by the Court. Hie Lordship, the Hon'ble Mr. Kapoor 
Justice delivered the Judgement of I8tb January 1986 directing the 
Union of India to bold a High Level Investigative Inquiry 
Commission with regard to Netaji within six months from date 
of order taking inot due consideration of all the said 63 sets 
of documents, and other sets of documents which may be 
available in other parts of the worlo relating to the subject 
and to submit a report thereof. Conspiquously the said petition 
died in a street accident. In view of the abovesaid Judgement 
it is however establisbed tbat no POSTHUMOUS Title can be 
cof erred upon Netaji bolying upon the Reports of Netaji 
Inquiry Committee, 1956 and/or Netaji Inquiry Commifcfeion, 1970. 

I crajve leave to produce certified copy of the said 


Judgement a 


t the time of hearing. 


17. Had this title been given in recognition to his 
service to Nation why it was not given to Mahatma Gandhi? 

Was the contribution of Gandhiji was less than that of Netaji ? 

I 

Or, if 'Netaji is 'Bharat Hatna ' then why not Gandhiji ? If 
Gandhiji i^ above the title why Netaji would be subjected 
to such title. Is it a declaration by State without saying 
tbat Netaji's contribution was less in comparison to others ? 
Apart from the emotional assessment of the Indian, I rely 
upon the statement of a Britisher, a Prime Minister of 
Britian, under whose supervision the power so transfered 
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'' fro® Her MagiBtry to *We the People’ In 19 1*7 . Clement Attled 
was interviewed by Mr* P.B.Chakraborty, the then Chief 
Justice of High Court at Calcutta, who was then the acting 
‘Governing of Vest Bengal. Hr. Attle confessed that it was 
the Indian National Army (INAJ which influenced defence of 
the British Jnaia ana there was massige arosion of loyality of 

Indian defence personnels to the Crown. To avoid another 

\ 

Indian Nutiny as caused in 16 5?» British left India with 

honour and dignity. It was also broadcasted in All India 
~ \ 

R dio at that time and Mr. R.C. Majumder, the eminent 

to 

historian, also reproduced the statement in his book 
"History of Freedom Movement in India". 

18. That I am not mating this affidavit a voluminous one 

by quoting the statements ana references made by different 
persons in the country and abroad about Netaji. I am only 
relying on quotation, address and title given fcy the person 
who was himself an institution. When this subcontinent was 

under the yoke of Britsh imperialism, the nationalists much 

I 

depended upon ana relyed to the opinions anc statements made by 

the representative Thinker, namely Rabinuranatti Tagore. It is 

1 

Tagore who addressed Mohan Das Karamchand Gandhi as ’Mahatma* 
some -time in 1921 and the Nation expected that title. When 
Subhas Chandra Bose resigned from the post of the post of 
President, Indian National Cognress in 193$* for some 
internal conspiracy of Congress High Command, 


i 
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Tagore addressed Subhas Chandra Bose as TJESHANAYAK * that 
means the leader of the Nation. When Habajati Sadan vas 
inaugurated after that incident, Rabindranath Tagore 
conferred Netajl the title 'IUBA8AJ * i.e. the 'Prince of 
Mother Inoia* ana it goes without saying that the whole 
Nation* expected him as TagoPe described. 

19* That instead of placing series of authenticated 

* \ 

documents, only one docuemtn, which is one of the most 
cardinal documents I am referring here I, crave leave to 
produce other documents and papers at the time of hearing 
on these aspects. 

This letter dated 22.7.46 of Khursbed Haocroji to 
Louis Fisher evidentially says beyond all doubts that 
Netajl was not died in alleged air crash dated 18th August, 
t945» and be was very much harbouring at tbe then scciet 
Russia, planning for a strategic invesion to India with the 
help of Russia. 

Which were veiy mooh manifested inbetveen the lines 
of the letter that it vas 'letter of desperate request’ to 
the Allied Forces to decide and do that 'factor', to put 
an decisive anc to Subhas Chandra Bose to ensure European 
allience to post -independent India, not a pro-Russian Indian 
sub-continent. 


A true and correct copy of the letter is annexed 
and marked with the letter AR-II. 


! 
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20. ueffire going in details in this aspect, I beg to 

sketch the background of freedom struggle of India in a 
few lines. This subcontinent was under the Colonialism 
followed by Imperialism for about a nilienium. Approximately 
700 years under the Arab Imperialism ana the following about 
300 years under the Eupopean imerlalism in which Britishers 
had a pre-dominence to rule. During the dawn of European 
Colonialism, the political power wag first enjoyed by the 
East India Company on behalf of the Britishers. One Tear 
after the Indian Mutiny 1057, the power was transferred 
from the East India Company to Her Majesty by virtue of 
an act, namely Government of India Act 1858. And one year 
after another Indian Mutiny, 1946, (caused by I.NJL.), the 
power was transferred from Her Majestry to 'We the People' 
by virtue of an Act, namely, Indian Indepenoence A t, 194?. 
The United Aingoan was very successful in established the 
fact before the world that Her Kajestry gifted political* 
freed om to the people of India, and that too by virtue of an 
Act passed in British parliament. Virtually it was "the 

continuation" - a continuation of the authority, a 

| 

continuation in evejjy aspect, just ! the political, power was 
transferred. The struggle for freedom from the yoke of 
British Imperialism was vertually locged in two schooling. 
One is, doctrine of active initiation, named as revolution 
and other is, oectrine of passive resistence, named as 


1 
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non-co»operatlon on but subsequently named as non-violance 
The members of tbe first camp were RaSbfeiharl Bose, 

Khudiram, Chandrasekhar Azar, Tilak, Savarkar, Bbagat Singh 
Subbas Chandra Bose and many others, and tbe members of the 
other camp was lead Dy Mohandas Jfaramchand Gandhi, who all 
along pleaded for domination Status instead of absolute 
Independence. Virtually this Gandhian approach of non-violence 
used to give every political milage administrative dividend 
to tbe Fuller to subject this sub-continent under the 
British Imperialism. Since 1930s, tbe said two camps were 

m 

led by Netagi and Gandhiji respectively. These said two camps 
culminated differences all most in every aspect, both in 
theory and practier. The conflict which manifested since 1928 
or earlier, became totally suffice in 193B when Subhas Chandra 
Bose was first elected as All India Congress Presiaent. The 
two top leaders locked their boms, which culminated, in 
compelling Subhas Chandra Bose resigning from the post of 
All India Congress President, soon after he was re-elected 
in 1939. After the end of 2no World War, India achieved 
political freedom following foot-steps of Gandhi at tbe 
tax price of partition of land, lives of crores of people and 
huge drainage of property. Just Power was transf errreu , but It 
vas a "Continuity" in every sense, volumes of documents were 
prepared for transferring power from Crown to "We the People" 
which was agreed by and between two parties i.e. Britishers 
and Congress and this agreement is named as 'Transfer-of-^ove r 
1942-4-7'. It was agreed that all the Documents related to 
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transfer of power win be published after 50 years since 

Conan encement of Constitution i.e. 2000 A.D. Tbe most 

obnoxiously surprising ano peculiar thing on earth is that 

a country achieved political Tre^oou. by virtue of an 

agreement which was made and kept absolutely unknown to 

the people of the land. Thus the Congress led freedom 
birth 

struggle gave kitk to two Uominian Btatus, namely India 
and Pakistan only political freedom was given, not 
anything else, ^he land was partitioned first as per 
demand of Jbinaj thereafter Dominion status was given to two 
halves. 


annexed and 


xerox copy of the Statesman da tea 1 5 . 6.47 is 
marked with the letter Ah-III. 


21. The five faieful years leading to the transfer 
of Power, begining with the Cripps Kite ion in March I 9 V 2 

and ending with the Transfer of Power to India and 

| 

Pakistan on 15th August, 19^7, were the most Critical in 
Indo -British relations and the entire Pocuraents are not 
expected/scheduled to be published till 1999* Though 
between 1970 and 1983* twelve volumes of the Tr*nsf er-of - 
Power 19^2 - 7 were published, unaer the editorship of a 
distinguished historian, Prof. Kansergb and the publication 
claims to be dispassionately independent and exemplary 
impartiality, but it may be said of the Transfer of 
Power that tnis remarkable series oi official documents 

I 

published in 12 volumes tell their own tale. The a nine of 


\ 
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Subbas Chandra Bose occured in Volume VI and VII of the 
Transfer of Power with a humber of noted Missing records, 
discontinued information and lost documents. I same 
places, reference of record s/oocuments have been given 
but not the records /documents themselves- which conclusively 
tail sal bu says that Subhas Chandra Bose and His I.V.A. were K&t 
most important premises in these. Agreements, namely Transfer of 
power. It is pertinent here to mention that in the records 
of British Archives and Sedition heports the nameXof Subhas 
Chandra Bose was categorished as ANaHCBIST and those of 
Heheru, other followers of Gandhiji, were catagorised as 
re cone tier /Mod era tor. 

22. It is reasonable doubted that there we::e some 
clauses in 'transfer of Power' which relates to Subhas 
Chandra Bose, with regard to the pO£ t-BKworld -War-trea tmen t 
as a 'War Criminal' as contemplated by Ailieo forces. The 
InN.A. v^s declared W^r against Britain for the liberation of 
India. I.N.A. was beaded by Subnas Chandra hose. After the 
World War Britain tried I.N.A* Personnels as i/ & r Criminal 
held them guilty, but subsequently they were perdoned by the 
Crown. Perhaps Neta^l is an War Criminal. It Is very 
pertinent to mention here that Brittan/Am erica or ailed 
Force tried different W r Criminals but none of the 

a 

Countries did ever publish any list of W^r Criminals at 
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point of time. This question - ‘whether Netaji was a 
War Criminal or not*- was severally asked In different 
perspective, but Government of Indie could not give any 
eatiefectory answer. It is reasonably doubted that Neheru 
conceded to that point, as mry be stipulated in < * transfer 

of power*, that Subhae Chandra Bose would be handed over 

\ 

to the Allied Force in case of his return to India. For this 

reason, in 1945 Neheru made a Press Statement in Simla 

\ 

"It would be wrong to adopt any vindictive attitude towards 
him (Subhas Chandra Bose). It was, however, different 
matter as to under what condition he would be allowed to 
return to India". 

Perhaps this prevented Kctr 31 from getting back in 
His mother land. 





In reply to the question of Kr.Theva r,da ted 4th 


April 195C,Sheh Nawaz Khan (Eetaji Inquiry Committee, 1956) 


replied "The Government of Indie is not in a position of 
any information on this point whether Netaji is e Wst 
C riminal or not .This information lies with the United 
Kingdom end the United State of America". The Chairman of 
both Inquiry Committee and Inquiry Commission hopelessly 
answered to this question whether the Government of India 
can state categorically that the declaration of Allied 
Forces with regard to the War Criminal does not bound 
Government of India or not, and whether Netaji be handec over 
to the Allied Force for trying as War Criminal or not. 
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23. Perhaps the Indian Parliament is not yet a sovereign 
Parliament. India le not totally and absolutely Independent, 
Just a republic, subject to the Crown of United Kingdon. 

Indie achieved her politics 1- freedom In 1947 and became 
republic on 26th January 1950. Kounbatten's plan for 
Partition was accepted after failure of Cabinet Mission's 
Plan, The British Parliament Swiftly Implemnted the 
decision to partition India. A bill (which became the 
San Indian Independence Act, 1947) was introduced in the House 
of Commons on 4th July 1947 and was passed on 215tb x July, 

The next day, it was passed by the House of Lords. There was 
no amendments. It received the Loyal Assent on 18th July. 


That Act 
Pakistan 


created the two independent Dominion of India end 


To the Crown, India remains dominion outside Britain. 

I i 

In 1956 It was reported in 'Amrita Bazar Patrika' that a 
Magistrate in London in his Judgement said that 'Indie is 
not a sovereign republic - a part of Her 1 Majesty's domination 
outside the United Kingdon ,! . This was also written in a 

printed form which was prepared as per Matrimonial 

! 

Proceeding Act I960, of the United Kingdom. This was brought 
in the notice of Government of India by one Kashi Kants Moltra, 
the then Member of Assembly of Vest Bengal, who was also e 
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senior Advocate of this Learned Court, but no action ves 

taken by Government cf Indie against such order. It is 

said that Netaji has to welt till 2000 A,T>. when India 

will achieve Her Sovereiehnty, absolutely, ehd cease 

Her membership from Commonwealth, the transited form of 

British Imperiallms. The Crown is the Symbolic * heed of 

the Commonwealth and jr every member of Commonwealth Is subject 

i 

to the Crown. 


^ . . Copy of the Newspaper is annexed and ^marked with 

letter iF.-IV. 

» 

24, Till 1971, the President of Indie and the Governors 
vere not allowed to use the Indian Rational Flag on their 
residences end Cars. They used or had to use their personal 
flags, it was reported ey the Press Trust of India on 30th 
July, 1971. Surprisingly enough, t}ie Act XXVI of 1971, namely 
Prevention to National Flag and National Authen Act came in 
1971. 



at. 


A xerox copy of the Newspaper reporting the News, 
is annexed hereto and marked with the letter AB-V. 


25. The Constitution is the supreme lav in the land and 
Article 19th which occurs in Part III, Fundamental Bights, 

i 

fl 
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contemplate different Freedoms end obviously which includes 
freedom of information. Article 21 ensures rights to know 
since right to life became noniest if there is no knowledge. 
Ensuring unedited knowledge and uninterrepted access to 
proper information ere elements of Article 21. The Hon’ble 
Supreme Court has held that right to inhaul fresh air in 
concomitent to right to life. So moat elementarily. Right 
to know is concomitant to fundamental right, as ensured 
under Part III of the Constitution. The directive principle 
which are fundamental in the government of the country can 
not be isolated from the fundamental rights gusrntec under 
Part-Ill. This principle have to be read into the fundamental 
rights, both 3re supplementary to each other. 


The right to know compendium explanation of ell those 
rights vhich goes most unforce because they ere basic to 
dignify enjoyment of life. Life- means net mere existence but 
the quality of life. It extends to full arrange of conduct 
which the individual is free to p ensue. The right to knew 
flows directly from right to li'e. The right to life under 
the Article 31 and the r.ignity of the individual can not be 
assured unless it is accompanied by the right to know. 

The citizen of India have ever tight to know that 
were written In the I-ocumentc of Transfer of Power, 1942-47 
end that are there in the Ketionai Archives of Indie, rven 
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further to that vhet ere there in State Archie pea of 
different countries of the World about Netaji end Indian 
citizen(e) who ere lost or made to be lost. The Government 
of Indie did not take any endeavour to Bearch out the truth 
ebout Keteji, there was no honest and sincere attempt on the 
part of the Government of India to solve the mistry about 
Neteji which was in total disregard to the fundamental rights 

of citizens of India, rather on the contrary it may 

\ 

be concluded that there was a cole delibaration on suppress 
.the truth and information from the people of the land about 
Nellaji which is violative to Articles 19 end 21. 


£6. The public mind, which has been reflected in different 

EsrinErsj resolutions, letters to authorities and press 
publication, have reasonably concice: ed that Government cf 

i Indie ha? resorted a perverse way of honouring , by conferring 

I 

Ketaji the alleged title, •Bharat E Patna*. Moreover since the 
doctrine of priviledge and doctrine of pleasure ere originating 
factions in bestowing such e title to a person, naturally it 
has become an e'Tcrcise of r rtitra: ir-ese. Least, not the lest, 
it could be said £3 so sue! conti ovtrsies have been a rosed 
ebout this alleged title 'Bhsri- 1 B tns* that conferring such 
titjLe tc Neteji sufferes from vide of melafies. The Government 
of Indie should Immediately vitbrrfy this alleged title by an 
valent order, conferred up n I'etaji on Tannuary, 19?£. 
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27, The act, on the part of the Government of India, 

in conferring the alleged title ’Bharat Ratna* to Retail 
Subhes Chandra Bose posthumously la unconstitutional on 
the following grounds, which are not contadictory to each 
other, amongst other ; 


G R__0 U S 

I. For that conferring any title by the State to 

anybody is unconstitutional, ultravires to article 
18(1) of the Constitution of India, 



II. 


For that the article 18p) stands in the. s way of 
conferring the alleged ';itle ’Bharat Ketna* to 
Ketaji Subhes Chandra Bose 01 any title to anybody, 
excepting academic cisti.ngtion and military galantry. 


in, 


IV. 


T v c approach and conduct on the part of the 
Government of India bout Nets 31 is in total 

j 

disregard to Articles 19 enc 21. 


\ 

The government cf India has never accepted the report 
and findings of J, tta^i Inquiry Committee 1350 sne 
^eta^i Inquiry C'-.orissicn 1970, title cannot be 
posthunously, cor ferret where the 3tc te has never 
declared him dead and/or considered him deed and as 
such 3rd Enquiry Conmisoion ves ordered by the 

i 

Prime Minister ir. 19S5, which is pending disposal. 


I 


T 
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V. For that in the camouflage of posthumous title, 

the Government of Indie vantB to put en end on the 
unelove mystery of fl eteji's disappearece instead 
of sincere attempt for fishing out the truth about 
' him. 

28. The Government of Indio, mainly heeded by Gandhi - 
Neheru family had been all along very much indifferent 
ebout Keteji. Phis indifference was very calculative end 
deliberative. Many people vrote different books on ^etaji 
giving all wrong informations now sense reasoning, 
misleading informations about his disappearance and death 
but no step bar yet teen taker from the Government of Indie, 
Even e roan, known as 'Saint of Snlmary' v&s me r?y fully 
allowed to be established as lietaji in public mind who 

just disappeared after the 1 death cf Keheru, llfferent 
rumours, colourful sterner, disputed facts and misleading 
information wore ntzriroro a Hewed tc presage te with a sense of . 
perpltue tion about Tfetaji, disregarding s personality 
like him and cor.splcious salience on the pert of Government 
cf India is concerned. 

29 . Ir is most hi rob 3 e submitted that the Union cf India 
should be directed to withdrawn the alleged title namely 
Bharat Bntna conferred upon Neteji end to cancel 1 the order 
end /or dec la lotion bestowing Kin. t title posthumously - for 
restoration of His honour. x t is further submitted that His 
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contribution of his mother lend must not be trrnishec vith 

# 

rn unconstitutioncl dispose'!# 

30. Thet the steteiuents ^de in pere graphs No. 13 to 8,16, 

20. to £3 ere derived fro.:' different reports, books, magazines, Re 

nevspepers perils went proceed inf, s j those ns be 

ir. pert graphs No. 1 to 4, 17, IS, 19, 24, 25, 28 

ere true to rry knowledge end the rest are my himbJe submission 

before this Hon’ble Court, 



i 


Prepored in my office. 


The deponoent is known to me. 


Advocete 


Clerk to "r . 

Abvocr te. 


Solemnly rffirmed hefevr re 
this the End bay of July 1993. 
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Copy of a letters from Khurshcd Knoro.ii to Louis Fischer 

22 / 7/46 

Dear Fischer - 

I enclose a copy of Gandhiji's letter, as desired by you. 

But please don't think that he is not with us. I have been 
with him since my release from prison- and he put the cons- 
tructive Programme before the country which was overlooked 
by the working Committee when they decided on constitutional 
methods. 


Since the release of his colleagues of the Working Committee 
he has gone with them because they werej not prepared to go 
with him but Gandhiji is essentially a man of action and 
when the time comes, he will take the country with him. 

i 

The Socialists are merely implementing the constructive 
programme in the light of present circumstances, We must 
go to the people and forge mass sanctions. The people want 
to know the shape of things to come. Grouping of the provinces 
or the question of sovereigntj does pot touch them, they want 
a plan. Let our leaders go to the GoVt. sponsored Constituent 
Assembly and we remain with the people to share their joys and 
sorrows. When the time comes we shall be| one. 


% 


The Socialists do not want violence any more than does Gandhiji 
$S but what is practiced non-violence, we say nonkilling. We ha ve- 
to put non-violence in to practice and not just go talking of 
truth of non-violence. People want deals and not words. For 
twenty years we have talked on the ideal Govt, and the practical 
stage for us today is Panchayat Raj. Our 'people arc very patient 
but even their patience is wearing thin. ■ A 1 1 Congress and 
the nationist minded people are one but our headache is the 
I ndo-Anglo-Russians. The foreign Govt, has built them up to 
fight the Congress and will have to deal will! them now. They 
are going underground and if before the time the Allies (excluding 
Russia), have a scrap with Soviet Kus^ia, India is not satisfied 


Iff r 


V /3' 


- 2 - 


with the results of the Constituent Assembly. She will go over 
entirely and absolutely to the enemies of the Allies. The Indian 
army (not the Indian National Army) is no longer of tfre same 
temper, as it was in the first world war. Besides the disaffection 
amongst the Indian officers and the rank and file, a revolutionary 
group has been working amongst them and they are pro-Russian. 

There have been many cases a court martial in the Indian army on 
individuals and platoons during the last war both in India and 


last war. 
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dia 
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At heart the Indian army is sympathetic with the Indian National 
Army. If Bose comes with the help of Russia neither Gandhiji nor 
the Congress will be able to reason with the coujntry. Also 
Russia for propaganda purposes declares it sell an Asiatic country 
then there is no hope of any European alliance acceptable to 
India. Freedom for India under the aegis oi Soviet Russia is 
no freedom for us: but it nov, rests with England to play fair 
by the people of India or be declared by us for ever as the enemy 
of India and of the Asiatics. There are other groups in north 
India pro-Russian, but after Russia joined the Allies they lost 
caster. However the bitterness towards the English is so great 
that Russia will again come into favour on the event of any disa- 
greement amongst the Allies. 

Gandhiji is not touched with the international reactions but 
we can’t afford to neglect the signs of the time specially 
when it concerns our freedom. 


Yours , 
Khurshed 
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‘India not Sovereign! 
Republic’-Uli court ! 

BY A STAFF REPORTER 
TnAla 1» not a Soverelcn Republic but ‘ ; a pari of 
Flrr Majpitty'i Dominion* outside llio United King- 
, Horn". i 

In » recent order pawed by a iFaellitiei foe Xriforeemeht) Act, 
Court of Magistracy in London 1&20. "extends'* to thb county. 
In connexion with t case under The Judgement van delivered 


f a A 0 Matrimonial P rtK&d] \ n £ ActL \ ^L_ rW * 
been he' ‘ 
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J\ MRlTfl- 
fbfi^A R 
P firm Wf\ 


IS "-US ~l%! 

p 7 = 10 .AJ i- 1 ? 



India has been held aj a 
nlon". 

Tht* li not l mere pasamf re- 
mark of the Meg titrate &j luch 
but It repreianb the . opinion of 
the Brltfih Government, In u 
much at theaai word* describing 
IndLi li w a pert of Her Majeitj'a 
Dominion* ou tilde the United 
Kingdom 1 ' have been printed on 
the - fCTm ltiuid ' after 1&G0 prea- 
crlbed by th* Brlttih Govern* 
merit 
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p cover- girl 
i complexion 

ji bond's D re im flower K 
« moot net on so evenly,** 
r \ liny bit nmhet.. anti jim d 
Several exciting shades to 
: v to fi;»tter your complexion 

■ j CHCSEBROUCH-PONi 
f Jnrofporiicd in the 1 

I ^rth Limiifd Ltabil 
^ - - 


London eitUen afainit li*r hm- 
band. an Indian cHLten, now a | 
reildent of Calcutta. 
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n DC H1SWAS on 
die Ltd* nt the 
'Lurie Cfclnjtla-3. 



Explaining the I* gal position 
Ur.J Moitra aeld the Indian Inde- 
( penbenea Act, UM7, provided for 
i aeltlni up in India of two Inde- 
j pendant “Domlnlona", on and 
from AuiuA 11 1047, India cam* 
to fye kjwwn an a "Dominion.'* 
queillon a rote aa In real 
eonttltu Clonal ft* tut of India 
within the "Commonwealth" eel 
up. Continuing Mr, Mottra nld 
that on January 26, Indian Coni* 
Utution came Into force and 
India wij proc aimed tn be a 
Sovereign Republic/ 

"In conatilu Ilona 1 law and tn 
political Ufil theory there U a 
food deal of distinction between 
« Dominion ind a Sovereign 
Republic", hald Ut. Mo|lr*- 
The Lender' Ma filtrate not 
OEily hoM» India aa ■, • 'Brlt'ah 
Dominion but. alto fay* that Lite 
.vantlonaii 3 la lute" which 
b "tha MaL/cnance Order* 


? r ^ 3 

t -££/ ' * ^ j At 1 y - » 1 ,1* 4 



s: 

o 

T 






-5 ( 




.\J> 


Tt* 

*% 

V* 


C 

V r 

: ? 

r 


■ 


p x 

u o 

c 

v* 

rr t 


^ V 

•A* t ■ t 

ms - 

0 » 2 

to ..; 

O 

-*J 5> 
* *•**' 

•““* O'! 
*“-. w o 

•>*W S'! 

■ C, 


'£ ' 




;. > 


:■■• **. \ J**,)*J J* U J • -t - -* *«* '3 ** ’•'’*• 


. .'■ ■■ c>. /.v;^. * t.t •'*•'' ■■* 


. >■..- ..... . v.f, ' .:>.■ • ‘ -t)./ ■ Wv*'- '<' >-* 

n*V ■' a ■ .' * W*V r 1 ^ 4 “‘ 


Vi 


■ \ 




S’! 


p = b 
2* „ 
- g k 

SO.*' 


ft 




-j _ S" 

5 ° 

« ^*rl 

- 5 13 
:> fi 

-*> ip p-.- 

■» t* r; 
=r 57 Cg 
D q ft 
^ o 

g jF 

4 (? K! 

r 3 e 

«v a* 
3 O ^ 
i> ^ S’ 
€ c {« 

IS o 

» «£■ 
3 2" 

3 o E- 
a. 

3 or n 


2 ET s a "3 i 

ftfl&flj 

s-rs-fol' $■ 

i|£-:=S“>! 

§ rt ■ s c b «:■ yfil 

n e |j o | 5.3 5 3 

Is.’s-E I Is* 


1 1 *S oC 5 !ff|? 7 ^ 5 * 

^sra de-ff-s s e S.I'B’S: 
•.^s: s n " f 

® 3 S = £ 2 ^ o 

* — ex — * 

< T “ n rT 


Lg < 

&jj g; 

ft n or 

►i 

sag- 

" s 


^ s' 6 

u n « ^ 2 IZ- 
3 4 ^ C E 3 T 

3 2 

-5 n M p 5 £ 

^£,3 n 3 t 5 - 

C V r » ft w E, 



5 ** S,?® 3 : 

D *C ^ ~ =r ' 

r?^ 0 pr°£‘i 


«. 


-O n r 

n 2 G. 

C. £ P 
. -.jr.jr. o ^ 

- ~ £ Q - 

. ft - i— x 


5*=. S' ■ 


„ £2 P - 
o n il 

Q 3- “ S 

° Ef * ° 

“ n 5« ~? 
- x < *a a S' u? 
S? ^ o *r 

2 c ^ ^ ~.5 

&EiE- Q ft^^Cra 
Q n fi- 

ts Vs 


gK rT 

S<gs- P 

Sr^ r * 

jo ^ O 
S^nS? 

° « S. S T2 ?_ 


cx ^ 

- £' z 
*-J ^T- *p» 

^*1 “> 

JG'* 

5p 

- z 


.g u «Sr?' n g;S J S 5 H.H 

tj ir 1 ^. rr ■“> ^ ^ « P P ft rile 

^ "* „ c S^n ^ G irp 5 c 

•oS O 83 aa*ESr 22 £ 5 »B 


o ^ 5V 
S-ls-S 3 5 * 
3 Sg-- 

1 11 S- a ! 
a sr I r p -s e 


, 3 B 


^ S' ' e; g, g- 

^ < i^ n 
C, — ~ 


* < S' 
g 5 £ - 

a. n - 

^-3 2 

t! rrS? 
“ of ft 

*3 "< < 

E ft 

C. 


Srg- 

s w a 

Cr ^ O 
p >r 

G 

^ < rt 


a 


r p 
— y r 


^ □. t > 


H f- 1 f" E" ^ P 

E. s. < 1 = g 3 > ” 

D O < Q- 6? ZZ TJ 

- = ^-a 3 3 tr 5 ■ 

c ° < u n ?■ 
3 Cl - ii E ft 

5 T 2 cl'< “ c. S “ 


< < ft 

Z:+ ^ Lfi 

o P 
ft < O 
0! GL ^ 

v: - ^ 
w O c 

O S ? 


^ z > 

2 2 . 3 * 

o n ^ 
w a 
a " *s. 

g 5 ' 
E- c. 


c 

3 

§ 

tzi 

Pj 

TJ 

> 

n 


i 


1 




r" ' — X&s. i# jimi I :■ , 




/l~*/YdS)i tuA-*. 


gi^rfB Wl®, 

y- ■ ■]_. 





n . P «\i . 

ItH^ 


©■* 




- .... v 

Vi i' "* fJiiJUs'tKwi 'tesfV. ttTJ ' 51 *rT 


N* N I ' *> ^ w I ^ * * « 1 n ^ 

:ill 





l 


-* — - 


^ ^ *• * 


•) 

4 






rfatn zn sRrni ^ TEppjfTj, 

[<*l« (ikih nr? i ’pra, 

fepn, w jwt »irfHft ?r 

“1 Sf^J 7R] jd^f<T5 
<rX iRpra 7Tt<a ch^i 7jm 
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Ain THE XV 

jvm T*fr 7 TS 7 ) 


Uo, F ,37 ( l )/63-Ju*1'l. . 
Government o( India 
Ministry of U/tf 
(Dcnm tiiic?ii t of Legal 

How Delhi, the 7 


on IMF: Mini tAl&H IM 


Subject 


Pint ck into l o b f u 1 1 owe* 1 v/ht* n a Gov o I omen l s e J y an t 
is summoned by a Com t to pioduco of 1i cj (1 1 4 document 

foi t lit? puroose <>( givinc evidence. 


In sunn i soss i on of this Minis Ivy's Office Kmhot ofidinn 
(f)/6?-i, dated I be 6th November, 176?, a copy of Lb' 
msJLnn I ions on the subject men tinned a >uve, is 
Qi\ lioTuwi lit Tor Uip in! m m&liufi and guidance of the 
y of t 'i nance etc, with a requcs t to circulate Ibo 
theii attached and Subordinate offices. 

Sd/- G .11 . Ro jcidhyaksha 
Additional c >e r 'clary to f.hc V>ovt. of 


A J l .Mi ni n li ios/Deuat truants of 
the Government of bid in. 


iNjiiiucr iq« regard ir*: 


nooucr ion of offical mcureiiTS ill a cum 


A Government servant sumnon:d by__a Com l t j produce 


Iment fs bwrK^.to_ pro duce it persona] ly or to 
Traduced by one of his subord in a Cos ,■ irntTT^s of 


use i 


?. Al I t r f i l: i ♦ i rtcai'b are n-*m;jily to be l eyarded as 

in the custody oi tlv hqo-J of t Ho depai tment oi the Mead of 
t He office, os th v case moy he. j.n special c i r etnas lances f 
however, an official document may be in the custody of a 
0>.*vu i t s '1^ )>t other than the head of the derviitment or 
bs the Case maV be, Vie ha r r1 of tire office, 

3, If the docui.vnt required to be produced in the court 


m 




- f 
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r- sr> ^ 




if",; not In the custody of the* Govei nrm nt scJvnnl iu has bcori 
summoned, he? should inlot u the Cpui t or in Uu c isu td o Mig 
Hnn l or the Guuichc Ooui H Lh, Any is ter of Mi,- M-*»n t ncroro. 
inuly by an official 1 g t i ?r ar* h^Jon* liu. \ ,ri' aMa send J 
a cony of that letter to Joth paiTTH in l*rn u Min in 
vilvi rM the Production has Opi*n ipfpiic r ,h 


d* Where the summons has !>:.n r .ovc ’ *n Mu' b T M Uvh 

h * »1 f r r »t 
pt t»u o 
' v - v v j ) hi * n t 
so] y^ut 
who fms 
Ui? cun tody 
of Min 
document 
in \iny 
spocj o-I 
c i rcums tant 
i i should b 

do tfv 1 1 p| 1 pnd f 

f i p s i f 

• VM h t the 
\ * 4 i t ■ 1 t is 


’S' 

SpC* i 23j_ Uo one shal i be >c i milted 

to cjive any evidt?ncE r "0ioTI /ed i r o* 7 un »uhl 1 nhod 

official records relating to any affairs 

of State, e^ceot witirthe ocimiss inn of 

the office! at the h^ tl d of the Deo.' f brent 

concerned, v ho shall give or withhold 

such nr mission as he* thinks fit* 


Sec. J?'V: \h nubile oflicoi shall be 
enrobe I led tr disclose CotiJmnnic ,( inns 
m^de t° him I r: official conf bVncn , 
when lie cons bio ts that the *uMjc jnir ist 
would suffer by Win disclosure. 

u i v j ) r o ■ u 

nji I 

section .123 or I?-l of the r.vbh ncc Act in Urn iwroin. A *!oc*jn 
would be pr iv i l egad if - 

i) It is an unpublished official iccoul jointing to a 
nf fails of 3tn:e; or 

ii) it contains any common ic j t ion ma' ! e l** n *'uMic 
officer in of Hein l confidence! 

provided that in either case the discharge of tin Hcunwiit 
would Cause injury to the public inteist- 

5* M the 'government i-crvant sumi*>ncd is n«l i »■ h ad of 
the department and is cither of Mu opinion that Mr docimic nt - 
belongs to a privileged clasc, or tus puy dopbL it. the mattery 
fie should refei the go stfun.to thr lien'* of the dopprtr-i:nt t S 
unless jjlie document falls under (ii) in o t ir t i d and 1 ? address* 
to tin: Government servant himself* Ju the !^tl.n the 

'Geveyment servant figs himself to take a decision ^ bother the j 
outlie interest -oul ’ suffer by Mu disclosure of the document! 
H he decide s th at injury to t \\q- puM i c ix ilej eg t would be j 
c^lp^-b by^ljcTal^c lo suie_fT l lie ■ 1 pcuQC n H he siinpld claim oi i vj 
un :rr by the fjisclosure ot the document, be nho il 1 claim o-ivil 

stated* If, the Go: r ernrienL-se.rvaPrt_has any .doubt, !ig mof 'S eefc"’ 
the advice of the head of the Deoar^pnent- * — 

5-/** M thu Head of Uie Department or office or the Governinec 
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servant having the *ejjs tody of the docuirent (s 
produced f i\ids that within Iho lime availnbl- 
s umm ons for production of the document (s) in 
possible to comply after rrrn^TJlTi nii ~ lh^ gut 
the document Is or iv i 1 cge3 "uu -ui secTTun 123 
Evidence Act and Whether 

the com t should be i enue s ted to 1 grant Tul th 
be a a'>ropi i ate to ‘mate flTET lUii’JLslby a Tilt 
court; in any such case, concern 

the nov el nrnfMit Pleader a fid autu or i se^Tu m l>y^ 
m^neCessary , to appear i h7Elie_coui t on tlS^ 
t Lon oT^Tiijj ducimi„nt(s) at*! « I ther oia 

ref|ui!o d T l or uil.mt of a'^ (iiaRr'l in t her ti 
the summons oi m ^ k jug a claim of privilege. 


Evidence Act 


Sp_cJ inn_ 123^ 

ivession r hcod of the department 1 in section 121 
1072 means both the Niinister inchatge of the 
is its political heal, an] t He Secretary or * 
Ministries or deoar tm:n Is and their attached 
offices, . thu administrative head would be 
or, in His absence, thg Additinal Secretary or 
vho is in charge* In the Case of a Union 
■unit l be tliu Adc mis 1 1 a to i ;.nd nut any of bis 


7* H le exn 

Evidence Act, 
Deoar tnen t , \:Uo 
in th. case of 

and subordinate 

the Secret ary, 
Joint rig ci story 

Territory, he f 
5* Out \ } i ) , 


o for an of I icial 


it is dcsixe d_tu cLa_t », l_ pi i v i 1 eg 
i srcTT onT~?37^~ti_iv _F it s t question lo .be. co 
1 ‘ tjije |[ depart r.ic n t _j s whether, the document i 
TiT r c4at i ng T 5 jny affairs of ataie. T he 
r the decision q mttr jrTffibf Ed If^thoCouTf 
does not belong to ,this class t ricrT, _su 
f c-if TirP^tet rmy be made,' theTIocynienf 


las ’to be product 


■hovovu r. 


the court is^ 

n~TC2“ onivG 


p articular document relates 
rioTT~ent i tied : 


in v le v/ of lire pr ^vjs i ons of s ec 
other officer who is its administrative head* Ordinarily 
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hv Act, to i nspc c t the _d ^ l Ljo» li_ J 

flTiTa i t I ve ob jT r t j t up _ b *: j * tT^XiXDZ X * p y T ^ !: !lr 
ll^sortly no' er ttTTj^ trCTiTi ev:r T rn *e 11 jn - oter- 

mJnTnb live? nature of 'fTocijrnchJ a?* 7 ! f : T ’* * mmjo^p 

fegui i e _ ibe ol f l eer wh o na'cs th e f 1 ■ * m h 1 / ’ * * 1 r ■ lr a 
for c r o s s r e? Sn> f fi a 1 1 o i w " " " " _ 

Documents of a political nr adninisl i H i 1 r <Ji im* Uu 
eclating, for Instance. f.o nat'onal dcferHe, ‘n*’*l u- hjmco 
and security, diplomatic relations ar? tin d>bhl i nc t uded in 
Hie class of documents relating in n f foils of utotu, Dncumeitl 
which it is the practice to teen s^'iot I cu pnsui im the prof 
functioning of the public Iservico are also included in that 
class and Jt is not esse il La l that their contents should bo 
such that their disclosure would be harm] id to th? 'nib lie 
interest, such documents are privileged because thu freedom 
and candour of exmess ion of opinion in the do terminal inn ar 
execution of public policy v h ould \ *-* iM>trriiMy, effected by ,] 
their disclosrui e • fu nnnq lh? d^ciujuis ! i »; * mio-; Im Ibis cls| 
are notes and minutes by rdfi<c M s ;iud Mmk-H -n fri 


proceed inus of Government 



t e mi t s n f i *<r ' I i ■ 




'pin ter 


f\ 


,1 ! 


I it 1 1 ' I ‘ 1 v * i 


n ; 


evert i 


expressed by public officers, *?roids 
reached in the course of determination v* pnstivn of policy,! 

10, Besides the above-nifrn limned categories, d acumen Is 
relating tu commercial or oMnr activities of the State „, v ., 
may in proper cases be embraced * i thin the category of documfl 
relating to affairs of State if th? disclosure of their contj 
would Cause injury in tie public interest, 

11, If, upon consideration in the light of Uio 
uiocrdiuu observations, iJlie h ; yi of the dr -i.n lr-»ui t cumos to 
the conclusion that the document is an tinpiiM i slu'd official 
record relating to affairs of State, be s!r ** : t nsj< T ur n- :<t : | 
whether its disclosure i-guld Cause cn jnjmy f the "i;Mic t 
interest* It is not sufficient jus i i f i c - t : *■ u I * * * f 1 aiming V t I 
privilege, however, that the hv&d of th: -’cpf i funnt d^os noli] 
rish the doejmenh to be produced or that its '"induction voulq 
adversely affect liligjti'jn Lo vhich Gover uittpI is a n .u ty 
or y Induce any un* ! es i r able imoact on the do-vii Imrid o j orovolj 
nub lie criticism or censure in Par 1 iarren t - Ihr trad of the l 
department will be justified i n \ i Lhbo) n $ in I he documrnl ordj 
its production v-ou]d| Cause injury to publ ic intcisl* His j 
decision that such injury vrJuUI ht caused is riot liable to j 
be questtoned by the Conit.. 

12, Where, upon consideration by tiio head cd Hie Dopai tfiiel 
as explained bgove, it Is decided to cioii^ Diivilcge uirler j 
section 123 of the’ F/i Jpnoe Act and thy summons is only 
for the production of the document, a subordinate officer 
should be deouted to attlc-nd the court; but if the l cad of tt 
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department or other office! having custody of the document 
has also Ken s’lr^nofii ti t > gi oral evidence 1 , he s mol * 
attend the tour t should lake a f i affidavit if* Y mn Ho.il 
( vj i tli S'iil a nln changes) which s iouI l be sworn by tin* ad,vi nis t> nli v 
head o# the dapai tmont unless it is considered fit in view of 
the snccial circumstances hi nature of tiu case or the Cmii t 
directs that the affidavit be ?,v<orn by L he turd aid* T tie 


Cover rrae nt Servant should a ls,> take aion'j with hitns elf in a r f 
cover Mil- document ( s } which is aie required to h-,- pi obi iced, 

J If An affidavit dab u ng privilege under section J?3 

no is t sh>.\- on its fact that each document for v/ui ch ' nr iv i 1 ege 
is bring claimed has b. on CarjFully r*.ad arrf considci r.d and 
that the doormen 1 is satisfied upon such consideration that 
in the cane of each of the documents in rtsoect of which 
the claim of privilege is my e its disclosuin would c;jU"o 
injury to the public infer sir Th . affidavit must inti cate, 
consistently with the necessity of Safeguarding the public 
interest , th: tLason(s) in- hr icf v-hy it is aoureliended that 
the onbije. interest vould ut injured by the disclosure of the 
document, Che i e a sons given must not tie vague or Indefinite 
and sene' ate i easons should be given in respect of 6otb of 
the docurentj in irsnect of which thr rivilryo/is rl aimed, 

i 





■id. 


When called man t« o*oducc? Uie documents, the ynvetnm- 


mont servant attending the court should present the affidavit 
and oxolain that he is not at Jjborty to produce th document 
or give any evidence derived thru c from. The hues t ion whether 
arty Counsel should be engaged in cases in -hidfi 3ov,mrni:nt is 
not a narty to urge the claim for crivilcge viqyld be considered 
in suitable cases in cun ,ul ta lion wi Lh this Ministry. If the 
claim is ejected, he should make an ampliation in form lb , 11/ 
If product iuii K insisterl urnn, th: document phouK.be produced 
in a iii.aicd cqvc i and it should be submitted /Unit the? h f yl of 
l ho dt “*■ i i hi* n t h,vJ instructed him to stats Mbit ’be would 
d.si u- to cons ihi tiieth*- j tie 1 Hj f ,b Court should' hr moved in 
i, vi. ion and that, if lie: Court sous no objection, the document 
m.C ■ 1 • 'l in scaled co Jr ( r::ndifi.(j Mu doc it ion of the- High 

Com K ih Crj v: i fin t id: soj /ant should thi.fr abide by siKh order 
as lh. Cum t m a y make, 

5JiCTjf)I[ J 24, EVJDBIC E Ad, 1072 

15, The speond class of pr ivi l eged/ documents consists of 

documents Containing ctmnunic; t ion made to a public officer 
in oificial confidence when the public officer to vhom such 
communi cc t i jn has ht r .n made considers that the public interest 
would suffer by the disclosure* // 


16* Privilege un'V r section 12d f Evidt 

claimed by thr public officer to whom the 
be m rv 


nee Act must be 
communication has 
in official confidence, Such officer is competent 






!--c id i : i | \ tnf 
'5 slijuld 

} :i i ( 


waive the objection and allow unH\nL' mu Ini 
privilege should be claimed or vaiv.d, t. f o! * 
consider the effect oi picducl. l-mi « m t ' >u M 
tie finds that the public interest ■ |,J 1 sol '* 
tie should mote an Affidavit in hm- 1 0* It hit 

changes). Therein he should set dm I \\y i t nl 

each of the documents. T ,( ho is s'inn,i,mr f l Ip - t i ' f 1 *1 </ J 

shotjld attend personally { nd vlteu colic) upon t» iodine the 
document or give 0 ny evidence jelgtifio to tin cm tit»ni i ci i Kn 
cun taint'd therein, xlgini piiviJcgc by f i ling t he affidavit, 
summoned to produce the d c cutogi i t vit! not to give oral evident 
he may depute a subordinate officer to attend the Court with 
the document (in a sealed cover) gnd thr affidavit, Ihc Coui 
should be no ted r is entitled to insure t such documents i nr 
the ouroore of determining the claim of privilege- It the 
claim is rrjected, giv 1 it is cons i dr red fldvisnMn h? move the 


■ 1 i nh Couitp an application in the I’nun Po 
If Production is still insisted irmti, IK 
produced in a sealed cover and it should 
may be oiven to the nubile rfii " 1 K y r mi 
C om t should bp moved in i i u s u m * ' ■ - 
the court secs no objcct*nn l r n dn ■^.ru' 1 
cover. The Go vei undent ser sum*!'* t ‘ i ■ 
as the Court may ng!;e in the mg Her. 


. { H sho 1 1 d 
document sh 
ir vi 1 >n ’ I hi 


17 , Affidavits have 
to administer oath, e.tu 
(or flotaiy Public), 


to be svojn befnir ,i uriv'ii isofl J 

, ;i liagistlate , Jvniyr, Onth Cnn*;i i 5 s i ony 

1 


In, The head of the dengr tmerit oi the ouh lie office! snnnp 

should in all cases abstain from tuLeiinq join co r i osoofr-encel 
v/ith the presiding off icer of Hie Com t in Jen, id t»» the clai^n 
ot privilege. 

Oral evidence jleriv ed from j u iyj.j j y?; I_ c huu qn : n « 

19. Ihe privilege recognised by section U‘3, |-. ; -h Fl /\rt 

J.b72 extends not only to the production nl the ■' ’cmi i:t 1 t 
also to the giving uf any other evidence as to their contents! 
or as tx the facts derived tiicicisum* In um* son, nTiothc-r a 
Sovcrnmjh t servant or not, may give such rvidot>r r# 1 In n a 
pu>!ic office! summoned as a witness to give o»al cKhncie 
is a shod in the course of his examination os a vuHivss ohy 
question concerning a matter which has cm-: t' his l ow ledge 
irom any unpublished official record relating lu aMaHsiof 
State, i i no summons has been issued t v the h ad ol the qeoaii 
won t for oioduc tion of the document end his rrior >^Tmis$ion 
to give evidence derived therefrom has not Ken obtained, 1 ' 
he should decline to answer the question until such -vu mission 
is given * l! the witness h\ the head of thr dciii Lr*M-nt hifiisel 
he shn'.il J object to the question on the ground that it relates 


■MW * . 
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ntj do facts 
rnad? to a 
if hu is not 
3 d ^ f dec 1 i no 


VJhero a witness is asked a question relating Jo 
[derived from a document containing communications marl? 

S ublic oft ice i in official confidence, he should, 
he public officer to whom the communication v as n 
ito answer the question unless the document Is first produced 
[by t f ic? nuhlic officer concerned. If tie witness is the ouM i c 
tofficer to whom the privileged common! ration vas made, he 
[should decline to answer the question on the grounds that it 
(5 tele t ns to t Ik contents of a oiivileged document. If the 
^TfStion ii messed and allowed by tho Court, tie should consider 
the dmim, nf and claim orivilege. 3f ;in affidavit is required, 
,;-d Int I line In file it. 

All the fore going instructions apply qs well as to the 
s in v Inch Government is a party to the case as other* 
y also aoply to summons from other tribunals such os 
rb i tr a to r s f etc. 

Papers relating to tho Appointments Committee 

of — 

» In particular, yj henever any sunmons from a coui t 

Tribunal is received fur production of the paoei s _^cl a t i no 
the Appointments Committee of the Cgbinet, previlege should 
i i ably ho cUirrufd. Such cas^-s should also bt brought to 
ice o\ th. b D vv J,. cr^tary. Ope of thu Lav/ officers or 
r c mis,, I should Lv engaged in such cases* If tho 
t/lj;bu:i.l in. s nut agree with bit- claim of proviltgu, th^ 

1 sfii'il 1 h (ak;n up i r> appeal to thv Supreme Court. 
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( S ec o pt a 3_ oj_ .in, Rjtjn i c t j _>.w is ) 


f'x iv [ it' 

ill) i cs6c 
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GOVI-ftMM-.Nl Or iiJOTA 
M 11 1 .15 ! Hr'/OrPAl' (f'MH 01 


d summons 
n l i hi*, d 


2 * V/ilh ref cri.net! to (he above* ( have th 

intimate Ui^t the documents specified in 1 iv. r ; 
(et Mi documents specif jut 1 below out of lhos„ 
in l hi said Fimnn?nrt) o not in ny custody and 
l ,-iw uruj 1 -lc to Cause their production jn On? f; 

durum nts are in the Custody of ^ _ _ as til* 

■ h : n a 1 1 in . n t / 1 1 ; ad ol (1 v n i I r e e . 


i oi \ icurS 
1 

prr 1 ilia 
1 h rorr 


j ’tn acr ov-.l imjl y t 
I r, r i d In 1 1 1 >w t ! \^ 1 1 i 


Von t 
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If there aru numerous par tit s T ;ivo 

add * a nd othe r(s) 1 * 

only in casi $ in i hich the 
n issued by n Mitjh Court or the 


Insert names* 
first name and 

To bo inserted 
summons has be 
Supreme Courts 
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XTr 


r o n m ii 

(To usud viIk n the lit ad of thu Oepar triK nt has to claim 
Privilege und v r Section 123 of ih. Indian Fvid gee Act 
in r c s o v c t of som c documents and inch r section V?.A 4n 
respect of Uu others). 

ti I * 1 L: r:. I l.u OF ; * 

SUII no. ______ OF A9 

I , ' Minis tcr/S^cretary/Addl* 

Secretary/ Joint So c r c i a'ry" " to the Government of India , in the 

Ministry of __ j do hereby solemnly affirm and 

state as follows: 

I* A summons bearing N0» dated 

fTSued by the Court of In suTt I Jo. 

of 19 _. r ViT, „ ~) 

has been receiver! il» the Ministry oT " " \ ' "orT T9 , 

requiring production in the said corn Ton" _ T?_ , of 

!J|f do c \ ino n l s stated He 1 o w • 

1 . 1 the Mf nis tcr/S t crc ti-ry etc, am the he? ad of 

Mil d{ ■} I ii nt and I am as such in control of, and in charge 
* of , its * eCm 1 \s . 

3, The aforesaid file contains the noting poition 

(pages 1 Ln . . .«/n») and corrospc ndence Portion (pages i to 
Tliu noting piotibn contains notps recorded by the 

officers of ~ at villous 

levels, the minutes rocorclec)T>y f.Tic __ 

and the minutes recorded by thu Minis ter ~foi _______ * 

jtiL c jrrespofK'ence ooi t ion contai ns documents of tluT following 
categories : ~ 

\ b) 

r ' ' 

bv W 4- M 0 rr |> M ^ h 

W 

(ii) — s - ~ 

; t 

» 1 have carefully read and considered each of the 

I aid documents and have come to the conclusion that documents 

Serial 1 !q 5. _) ore unpublished official re’eords relating 

to the trails oTThc, State and that documents (Serial HoS. 

) contain communications imde in (official confidence. 

1 . >1 ‘ 




t 



6 * 3 have* carefully v Xfimi nc d the nu * $ l i o n ns In : 

whether the disclosure of the document /documents \-*"t 1'* Co' <se y- 
injury to public interest and am bona-fide satisfied that 3 

its/ their disclosure would cause injury to public jnUiest .'i 

and that public interests von Id suffer thereby* A 

7* tfte disclosure of the no t i ngs and dnenrjunts to foiled to i 

_ _ _ would lead to injury to pub l jo ini* lost, 

' intor-dono* tmuital minutes nerlaining In 

. T hey arc stcus in aid of ln< omc iso uf the, 

Const ] tut ional power under Article' _ _ of [hr Poiih t i to l ion 

T tic disclosure of the opinions e>nncsscB by _ v'ould j 

affect tlu freedom and candour of expression cHT uoinlun in the v 1 
determination and executi-n of constitutional functions affecting! 
public policy, Tlu. coiimut deal ions exchanged for this our msc w Du- 
al 1 fall vithin the some category mentioned above. These ore 1 
unpublished official records relating to affairs of S » a t c and .. 
curomuni cations made in official con \ id oner and nubile interest vb| 
suffer by their disclosure* 


nil j nos 


P nr* 
my p 


0. However, I hasten to point out that 1 have no objection 

whatsoever to anyone of tlu sc documents in icnaid to vitich pj ivil 
has been claimed boinq produced for perusal by th~is llrjn'blc 
Court far satisfying itself about the honaf and genuineness 

of the pl&a of the privilege* * 

9* I realise- the solemnity and s ionif ican r attached 
to the exercise of pov.-^r un.h.i see lions J 23 and \ f l.u_ 

Itv'Uan Evidence Act, J0F2, and pijvilcou is u *' In i ( " J ) i iei d 
on Uu gn^und qF exoendiency ox av,*jd an m it mo ■- 1 * i • • 
incrrivicnont situation or because it i 3 a J UmI 

thu document, if produced, would defeat the tas. rd the 

10* Ido not, therefore, give permission to anyone 

to produce i\yt said, doeurn mis oi to n l^v any evidence 
derived there! run and c I a i ni privilege un:lei sections 123 


say that vHs~t is staU'cTTieioin a' 
I; now! edge « 


* 




5f>] t nml y nf f i imed 


Minis tor/5c ci etary/ArU 1 . oo r * u taT y / 
Joi nt Seen- tai V 

In the Ministry of " 


Sv'o r n 


in coso only some facts stated in the affidavit 
or o true to the personal knowledge oi the 
officer making the affidavit aid some arc true 
according to the information derived ff n the 
official rcciird, the verification clause should 
run as foJ lows 


do hereby solemnly affirm and 

4/ s~l>acn s taTcri in paragraph aluv-? 

vii knowledge and what is statutTTn 

_is true according to information if) 
s derived pom the following:*-* 


5aV t tin t v h 
Is true t j 

patagr a >hs_ 
my poss css i 


dA* T F r fc>4v4 - . 


on 


ivi^ 





~r 




3. No.' ' File iTo." 
* - « 2 * 


1. SW7l-Po3l.II 


- : 


2. 24/2/71-rolilI 


3. 24/4/7 ItPoHI I 


4. 24/5/7 1-P o l3.II 


5. 24/6/7 1-P oil. II 


6. 24/7/7 1-P oil. II 


7. 24/3/7 l.P oil .II 


S. 24/ 9/71-Poll. II 
9. S4/lu/71-Poll .II 


10. 24/ 11/7 1-P oil. I I 
11, 24/12/7 1-P oil, 1 1 


12, 24/13/71-PoiI.II 

13. 24/ 14 / 71 -Poll. II 


14. 24/15/7 1-P o 11 j II 


15. 24/16/7 1-Poll. 1 1 


4 ^' 


SuSJect 


3. 


Expenditure on refressh 
Commission of Inquiry ( 
ion) 


► B 


tent at toe see. ions of ti'e 
ie . Hetaji Inquiry Conniss- 


Netaji Inquiry Commission- Claim of Shrl 14a dan Lai 
Assistant for 14.54.75 tpvards honorarium for 

him in the Commission. 


translation work done b 


Netaji Inquiry Com is : i 
to Shri K. it* Banas-wauy, 


Netaji Inquiry Connie si 
to I ado -China. 


a notary 


H etaj 1/ Commie si on - V i 

Ta iwan ( Fo rmo sa ) . 


on- Giant of G.P.F. Advance 
Asott. Secretary, 


on - Visit of the Commission 

i „ 

;;it o: the Commission to 


Hetaji Inquiry Conuisni{>n - Proposal to visit 
Thailand. 


Hetaji Inquiry Conuist ion - Visit to Burma. 


in respect of Ileconoilai 


Hetaji Inquiry Commission - Proposal for visit to 
Hong Kong. 


Fetaji inquiry Co..: .ise ion - Expenditure incurred 


ion ,f figures. 


£ 


Hetaji Inquiry Com.., is. ion - Visit to Singapore 


Iletaji Inquiry Comic ion - Budget provision for 


ti e Hetaji In uiry Co 4 


No. 56) Final a excess and savings in respect of. 

uns el for tie N e ta j i 


Deputation to la pen - Co 
I n; - ui ry Com is gfon . 


H e ta j 3 ffnqu i ry C onni s s ic 
Writ ‘etition filed by 6 
t::e High Court of Delhi 


Netaj i Inquiry Commies io 
one months’s pay to Shr: 
Hetaji Inquiry Commie ic 
ion to oauan. 


P a : r;,po rt facilities t < j S 


occr tary All India Forv/ard Block and his 


Advocate to visit Japan 


proceedings of th Conuxssion. 


16. 24/ 17/7 1-P ill. II Hetaji Inquiry Co mulls a it n - Junction oP'bonoreriun 


scion for l970-7l(Gitn t 


n - Visit to Japan - Civil 
hr: Suresb C re. no ret Bose in * 

- against the 

■ 

n - Giant of advance o - l‘ 

It If. Das, S e ere a ry, 
n, vho is sent on deputat- 


Hetaji Inquiry CoEimissicn - Foreign Exchange and 


hr ' A shot Gho si., G< -■ no ro 1 


and participate in the 


■'B 


to lie . - o r t e rs /:> t en o g ya pm 
verbatim the oral evi e; 


17. 24/13/71-Poll. II 


If e ta j i I no/ j ry Com : is a io 
pet it ion f : led u; S h ri A 
Secretary, All India For 
C o u it at Calc ut ta a gn j n 


rs etc. f- r tuning 
ce at tne sittings of. 


n - Visit to Japan - Writ 
a ho L C- h o s h , Gen. e-fa I 
oifuar Bloc, in tie High 
t tee. 


contd — 


18. 


lo 


24/19/71-Poll.II 

24/20/71-Poll .II 


Shri K„ R. Rama swan i 
Court of Sub TuOge, ^st Class Delhi. 


ITetaji Inquiry Commission - Attachment of pay of 

ani Asstt. Secy - Orders by the 


20 . 24/ 21/7 1-Poll. II 


NIC- Supply of certified copies of the deposition 
given by him before t he Coiamisr- iob - Request 

from Shri S.I'I. Gosvar.ii - 


NIC - Upgrading the post of Secretary to the 


Commission to th£ sc: 


21. 24/22/7 1-Poll .II 


22 . 
23. 
24 . 


plus special pay of lb. 300/- 

NIC -Proposal for visit to Rangoon, Bangkok Sa-gon, 
Bong Kong, Singapore] Penang and Kuala Lumpur - 
Deputation of the - 

HXS 24/£2A/71-Poll.II NIC - Visit to 3a st 4 Asian Countries. 

24/ 23/71 -Poll. 1 1 NIC-Revised Budget Estim: 


25. 


26 . 


. 

T, 


2-1/24/71-Poll.U 
21/ 25/7 1-Poll .II 
24/26/7 1-P o 11 .II 
24/ 27/7 1-Poll, II 


NIC - Continuance of 
30th June, I97l„ 


NIC - Sun ions to Unit 


le of pay of fe. 18, 00-2,000 


tcs for the year 1971-72. 
posts in Connie s ion beyond 


NIC - Control of Expenditure - Submission of 
monthly expenditure statements. 


NIC - National Committee for assisting Netaji 
inquiry - Press Statement. 


>n Government to appear before 
the Commission to depose regarding availability 
of documents requii^cl by them. 


23. 

29. 

30. 


24/ 2S/71*Poll.II 
24/ 29/7 1-Poll. 1 1 
24/30/71-Poll. II 


NIC - Visit to East 4-sian Countries - Beneual of 
passports for the. 


NIC - Warrant of Procedure - Chairman of the 
Commission. 


NIC - Proposal for deputation of Shr* P.p. 


Kharabatta , Counse l f 
East Asian countries 


31. 


mr 

3 2. 


24/31/7 1-P oil. II 

■ ■ 1 p *y $ 

24/ 32/7 1-P oil. II 


NIC - References received ? r-n 3h. Ea Ira j Trikha, V 
advocate regarding t‘i visit of tb Comission to • 
South Easter Countries. 

Ba Ira i Trikha for p©s sport ~ 
ny the Commission on its 


NIC - Request of Sh. 
facilities to a econo 


tour of South E'st Asian countries. 




34 • 
35 . 


24/33/7 1-P oil. 1 1 
24/34/ 71-P oil. II 
24/ 35/7 1-P o II ,1 1 


NIC - Reconciliation 


other Revenue Expenditure of K.H.A. 
NIC - Quarterly retu 


Sup lementa ry Dema nd 

1971-72. 


i 

i 


r the Commissi on to South- 
to accompany the Commission. 


■t 


of Ac C'..- unto - Giont No. 56 - 


UB 


:ns relating- to econoiTiy on 
T.A. etc. included iiii (Other Charges) for 1:71 -St 

ri\ 


NIC - Eight monthly estimates and proposals for 


for Grants for the year 


con to 
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y 


'•* i< i' it P- 
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- 4fM?t^P7 
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\ . 
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in the uiru c run rr judicature ecr rajasthan u 

■— i:'-ri;, ,! ;:l; T-V . 

HA I Fur n EUCH JAIPUR . 

' ' f'PDfn 

f> ■ nH V 1 1 3!r rmr Us. Chief Secretary, Statu of 

Rajasthan ' nd another 

. ::.n. 3 1 ' 1 1 ! ■ t: i ; PTiTin' r.v. 1 jr?/i9G4 

'■n ’ r ’icin 1 " ??_C rid 51 > F kh" Constitution 

W 1 1 rr! i . 

TE IF F r :iT; ::t JANUARY 18,1986 

T RLSENT 

Mt’N'nLE ITR. JUSTICE S.N. RHARGAW A 
Shri N.tind L^l Sharjun, petitioner in person 
3b ri I'.l-. Enron’ , Addl G.A. 

S’ ri n .1 . r 'upt- t ct* tiding Cr unr,R.1 Ter 
Uni i n r F I n<!ia . 
n Y ’"! ,f 'jf'TT: 

This :i Uri t ■ fcition Til "-! h y Shri %nd 

I T Sli' irr- in a U [ ry important national issue snking 

• • ? r . ■ , ■ ■' 

this court fc( orch’r For starting an open j defi'c .1 !» .1 

«.» nm’iry nn in' rna tirna J level to know sbeut thi 
who r -hn.it:- r f ••'« ta jl Subhrsh Chandra Rose, a national 
r r t - j rod fur'! i- r to r rrlnr to sn k him Free, if la is 
n '.ill confined '-n a uor criminal in any poultry? 

" \ 4 r 

\ 

T Vi n or hi t it n -■* s ril'd rn 76.3.B4. Along with tie 

p ; -;, . ■■ • 

wilt pet.’tKn, n nppi icaticn gas also Filed tha t it 
this r/ g s'-i i.i ?c’ i t up baf Orn c Full bench ‘-‘or 

- * 

admission. Uhon he c- se came up before Hon'ble 

. 

the Chief Justicep he was plSesed to order that the 
case may be put up for admission before ftie'.* 1 -Thi 1 Tii:;’" 
pp t iti oner nlso fil' d an application givii " 

’• ■ - ily tf •hc"pvn‘.s ii'-ich lit 1 uan'nd to ho 



t 


- 2 - 


’ . ' W.- 


W 




w , 


■ t. L , • 




; i ' 


#r- 


s-n 


y ^ 


t 

t 

s 

* 

s 

V 

< 

- 7 * 


■ sx.- 


summfn-'d frrm bn non petitioner No . 2 , ShCTb fca ry , 

finis try or \r ! w rnn 1 Affairs, I'nion of I n di a and 
hn ■ 'S' fiJad a MV a rlrJi i r nn 1 documents on 27th 
holism, 1 ! f /| . tiers to show cause usrn issued 

o t why t lif’ i i r i t i tili on shr-uld not ho rdmi Kted 

" i'"1 nt: ti esc t T tht! said two applic ti.on£ wo re also 
s" n' to Ui' nut-pn ti 1 i > ri" rs . f n 15th (larch, 1985, 
j'" j ,i » f- . ' up t , jv-m»irif Counse l for the Union of 

InHi u‘ r csii rl for Qnd was directed be file 

r ply £ f Iho urit petition within one month. Time 
was op in sought by Shri Gupta on 8.5,85 and 
t!v c so t c "i ;<o d for 8th 0uJy,1985. The ra^f ta r, 

T ii s nrmin- t r! p or 3<dhpwr and fch n cf s n was not 


1 '• s'w-d f firn ’ ny other bench insnitn of appljee tio-ij^ < 

1 

T iy ho(\rinn fi’d hy thn pebitirnr. The case ' 

> 

0 ‘UF. "n h • f i r rop t n 18 th fctpbfcr, 1985, till then, 

■{ 

nr r : ] y u □ ri?nd hy Rithnr the Stcts of Rajs than 

of thn Union of I n dig. ShriB.P, Giipta, le* rh&d thr»t $ 
Q,cw*i<Liil -fir U.O.J?. S-uAvvM-tb^ 

hr h s r<- cpiv.p ri nt i nstVttcti on 8 , though ha had 

intir- t'-d fcfm 3 cxet-ry, Ministry of External — 

"ffoiis. fhe c- 3 r u s ordered to bo put up on 4.11.85 




end tie nui pH tit if n rs were permitted to f iie repl f 

* lw 


he f cr 1 tht dote. fig in on 19.1 1 .1985, 5h r iGupta 


submit tod the t hn ’ g received no instructions ’t' Vt - 

•1 ; 

t ‘ 1 1 then, incite- of written communication. ' ■ 

• 1 

• x-rte.i huv - M 


n r 


rn- ;! leput" Government Advocate submitted 


that he hrs received instructions not to, eft hi 

‘ *' "* 

the writ petition on behalf of the State of 

. e '<- r 

■ 

Gricthnn. The petitioner wanted t ime to 



r i 1 n r, inn "’d’it i< nn 1 affidavit and seme 
intf>rrtiriii '-i: risa . -hr petitioner filed come 
more documents nd Iso oroduccd two printed books 
(l) f:ETA3I "ZAC) I J T "JO FA ID A ND AFTFRJ RY R.PS.KASLI'JAt 
"0(2) AN IRPIAN fREf ^ ttf FIGHTER IN DAMN, F£nCJ«3 
lT ".pi. it ,r IR* 'Rf .1 C' sb (6? n s take n up finally for 
| a tflunun^ ui 4.12.C5* Shri R .P. Cuptn still suh- 
ni • .i-t t i. t a da i bed no i ns true t ions hnd 
l’ .c Addi t i one 1 Government Advocc ta r Iso reiterated 

l 

thsfche hod ne; instructions in the said matter. !ance, 

tic peliticnrr was hoar— d ex-porto in po rs on and 

*? 

r i :*• r uh c i ’ sr* rvnd • 


Tic pot! tit n i‘ in tiPis writ petition has 

submitted V - t ’ n ir a • rJoso ccRr'Mjs c f Netaji. 

T"h!,- rh C' ii.Ijc n rv n ;i "nr! plfiyd .an important 
i 1 f or ' i.o nrit f rem the prison ' nd escaping 

i ut nf India. In his petition, thg petitioner- 

. 

1 s further submitted that two Commissions , pj>m«iy 

"- J' : ;'-:A 

h j Then Commission and Justice Khc: s ls 

Cummin' if n, ■■ pnoi nte ’ nor Li iarhwy h y the Gcverrment 


t f lndi' to • nruiro '• nto •fchn disappearance of 
f.ip’-ji Suht sh Ch-ndro Rose, could not come to any 
(■ finite rmclusion for the various reasons mentioned 


1 r: 'he writ 

1 - rt r L r , T’-' f * 

\ 1 1 o v « i y 

' pinup era 


petition and according to the petitioned 
b - 1 i Subhnsh Chandra Rose died in 

1 . P , 

sh in Formosa wa s a Fa br ics Lad one as the 




ul ! o 

Hnq in that plane 


ndrr Rose 




•if \ 


■ : ■ i mi 


V 
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.~V '■". . 

T , • „ .- f 

| ' ! "I ' . f 9 




ir y r .' r i s ; f e t y , -t sorting his p ri r P 1 0 , could 
m.', hi^ helir vm ! . The petitioner lies else referred 
;-„t :■■!■ .1 iir-.tr th t 'rj'.'/ii u 3 con Tin 1 d in Nourembur 
Frrt (West ” 1 ; or iy ) r o ~ war criminal "’rid after his 
hr in pa ah, h-> w a to ho rn leased. In his application 
- d f , f . f 4 , - |^c s rivnn r 1 r no list n f H oc um e n ; s 

hn iron 1 , rt hn run ! |[ ti ’ if !’(rr ' lf , 2 to produce 


,• r '■'* 




r 


a 


at that rm definite conclusion ct uld be reached* 

. . t 

In that sRfUHXiiRRinifeRXBJSR application, he further 
assured th" t he will he submittino list of Indian and 
f c j it i r n i.ittnncs n s who ore will inn to ent their 
s ';.r p n';s r cordnrt and to cor Derate ir fresh '■■nrjiry 
wr - t rdernt!. He < I so r roducod oomr extracts of t 'is 
r| -iry of ;ii oh Chandra Poo: * He has also 

pi educed ' nn.r. . 1 • r Hr jo a them Petri ho (English 

!■; r ! i ' .i t n ) , d '.nd iBth August, 1385 containing sn 

' 

Article concerning Nehaji Subhash Chandra Boss. 


lie "Tec produced n affidavit of Or 


. R*N. Kssllua L 


' i - 4 ... - if- ^ 

r- PTbc t M'-f't uhsbever ha had uribten in his 


< ^ . 1 ■ ‘ 

* 4 ■ *- * 5 

: •* a 


hvrl Ul ntr A \ l 1 7" 1 r! Min-d Fru? rnd rfb^r* is correct 

* 

* % : 

mrj .run f t n ' V' Uf, st of r^rsnneJ I noyledcie arid 


•* £/* 


-nd iM’rii - 1 ly In nrefece on p' nns h^tuean 


* _t 

1 ; 


(’li) "ndfiV; -’nd in Fpilowcue on pages 69 to 73 . 

■vi*' • h SErvJgi 


■■nr 


her hl d- M lucad !, y ’ hn petitioner nnfcely* 


Indian F rr • do'm Fi r hte r in 3apgn, tlBfOKiirss memoirs 

chapter Nb r . 2 B, the t;’ 


m 


if A.H. i J a i r containi 


Disappearance of Nstaji Sub Hash ChaHdra Be 
panes 272 to 284, in which the whole epistf 
disc tin sod in d P t- iJ nd doubts have her-n exprSese 

rV 

as to uhdtl'i- r 'f '- ji Suhh*' sh Chandra n ose died on 
I' nn 'crash, ;s nil egod. 



- co > 1 : n t 1 f 


• m 


r'.'Mim 


l rr b 


€ y \&+ cVc 

I h; V Jin wh oln m r t nr* It 

h <' ir i! that fntciji 5ubh~sh Chn ndra Rose 
r> r: t rv ' j r r v 1 lv rc ^ nd n r ran t freedom 


fit ' .nr- n h d 1 d strong revo 1 utiunn ry fr-eodoih 

1 1 o ' f - r nt i n J c« *i nd comm nds nrent rrvjpect 
1 n 1 o t* f i Indir . It is true M at the 
r ny , fir nt f Irr T i: &rs Iso cPncnrnnd in this 

->VlVV^.iy -5 -/u^ t^€KjJ&*jr MAC^ (:^VV> VWy 

mo C tn r nd appointed two commissionaire! Justice 
!J fc;!n Commission to 'inquire into the whole matter 
r*' dine th^ Hisoppea ronco bf Netaii Sub hash 

- 4' - 

Ct n dr Rose? |>ut the pnople were hot satisfied 


v?i V the m i one r in which th^sc Gommiss i ons functioned 
nd M-nia N o f j S i„- nd frtm the public that 

:rin'i o'l^r Crmriscinn c 1, t".! 1 d hn appointed to go 
in' t 1 i, <0 In 3 ^unction ' Fresh - tirf it is in that 
s i ruction only thr t 'ha present writ petition hr. 

h M:fi Pi 1 d- Notices were issued both to the State. 

nr h ■ ^ < . * * t y i • jps^W 

i f r^irsd -an and the Union cF India f but it is vary 

^ m 4 

; - ^ • it- 

"n f r r'' 'MV' '.! ■' • '. ncnc r r ' 1 nrn hnvn cn rCd *to Fi.'.e 
' ny reply i T ■ urifc r> • t i r n ^ nd produce rale/artfc 

v 

i 'l l' 1 ' ^Pt ' ' is ~rurt bo ccma fcf soma »dfefi li.te 
tj i rftj. 1 ucit n . Fitter ^rousp the llnicn f f India ia 
indifferent tn ’ is nur-stion as the inn* ter ha rffp 

VjU£ ■ V jf*- 

T ready h n np T si r n d norr than once or the Cov etn— 
rrmnt f Indl* ifcsttlf is not sabisfied with the 


y . . \ L ' r ‘.v. iv 

rfispscK reports of the tup Commissions 


■1 • 

r *n\ 


does not want to contest the writ psti 

P 



r h n n f i 1 ■' d for ordering a F re s h g nq 

v if 

/ 'K: :r:r : ' , t . ji Subhash Chandra Pt.se « 


■trt- 


r 


m 


*&:■ 



31 nr 

n t ; rn p ! 

\t 

/ 

h~o bin n hil 


VP 3 ' 

: rir’nn^s 

nd 

r.( re 1 a Vent 

(t 

i ! rnt 

‘uctv.d in 

I in 

court, it i 


. o 


"'ef i nil-,! conclusion -|iat ttir tu □ earlier 
aina j SB i t ns ! i r J r, r 1 held bhe enquiry properly or there 


mi ip 'ni r > iniv’T nn', impr c 1 *o b i .1 iti f*s • I do not think 
it oropar to orit r r fresh enquiry without examining 
th whole net tor which cannot be done without the . 
assistance of the Union of India. 


$3* f ' 


In the farts facts and circumstances, I think 


it proper cd issue a direction to the non petit icrnsr 


Mo. ? to look into the matter dispassionately and 


he$r the petitioner in person patiently and 


1 examine the documents and the pKfeiiiiXnHSXScaxRRESRR 


evidnn c e khn t 1 -n wants ’:,o produce in support of 




j his contention, and then cemn to a definite 


/conclusion. In my opinion, six months time will hd 
\f ** — — - - • • ; — u 


sufficient for the Union of India to examine f 




m; Vt-'r ~ f re h with (pi n mind and if needs- so f"y f 



i 

I 

S 





invito public in general to produce me to rial whatever 


connect ion before nominn to a 


f. c i dneisien r, to whether fresh Commission 


Petitioner should submit ell &is 

mi ether material before Government 

■ * — 

if : ix months ui-11 start from the 


n n c - 


date the material is filed by f 


etitioneiS 


The writ petit ion, 


cccrdinnly 


Sd/- 

RHftRrflWI 



Mb ... . ,, 

V-< 0 py forur rdt/d ’o tl\e fa Homs Secretary* 
f Dr information 'nd nocessary ?cfcion» 


OEP 


/ ^"arT17 

'i i ? n i K 


' -ill 7’ * ; , 

■:i 
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M. VENKATESWARA IYER 

RfRT Rfasf 
JOINT SECRETARY 

Phone: 3015785 


D.O.No.5293/J5(A)/93 


MUSI 1MMEU1ATE/BY SPECIAL Mj^SSKNGBR 


i* Nt | 

r *7/ r 


COURT CASE 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 


RTUTT 

t ' 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
rt 4 uf ?ooop 

NORTH BLOCK, NEW DELHI-110001 
September 27, 1993. 


Dear Shri VI jay Kumar, 

I enclose a copy of the judgement dated 4 March, 1987, delivered by 
Hon'ble Justice Mr. S.N. Bhargava of the High Court of Judicature, Rajasthan. 
As you will seq, this judgement relates to the inquiry into the circumstances 
in which Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose died. The first inquiry in this 

, matter was ordered by the Ministry of External Affairs who set up the 

Netaji Inquiry Committee under the chairmanship o^Shah Nawaz Khan. 

2. The aforesaid judgement has been relied upon in a writ petition filed 
in the Calcutta High Court by one Shri Bijan Ghosh and certain others who 
have joined him as added respondents. 

3. According to the judgement of the High Court of Rajasthan, the 

Ministry of External Affairs were required tD look into the matter once again 
and examine all the available evidence including all the papers and other 

materials which the petitioner had claimed that he had at his disposal. 
The concluding part of the judgement may please be seen in this regard. 

4. As we have to give para-wise comments in respect of the writ 

petition pending in the High Court at Calcutta, we are interested in knowing 
immediately what action was taken by the Ministry of External Affairs in 
pursuance of the judgement of the High Court of Rajasthan. 

5. We shall he grateful if you will consider the matter and send us a 

reply immediately. If you are not dealing with this matter, kindly pass it 
on to the concerned Joint Secretary with the request to send me a reply 
urgently. Also, kindly let me know who is the officer concerned so that I 
can be in touch with him. 


With regards, 


A a Shri Vijay Kumar, 

Joint Secretary (Coord), 
Ministry, of External Affairs, 
New Delhi. 


Yours sincerely, 

(M. Venkateswara Iyer) 


s, /vv 2- 





y ' Vg?cT 

< t ^ wim 

HTCT Ht^IT 

RW *?TFF ( f??^-^aoe^ 
JOINT SECRETARY 
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
NORTH, BLOCK NEW DELHI-110001 


PHONE : 3015785 MOST IMMEDIATE/ BY SPECIAL MESSENGER/ 

COURT E^Sg 

Jr 

D . O . No . 1 / 27 / 9 1 —Pub lie 5 October, 1993. 


Dear Shri Dilip Lahiri, 



I enclose a copy of my D.D. letter No. 5293/JS (A> /93 
dated September 27, 1993, addressed to Shri Vi jay Kumar, 

regarding the judgement dated 4th March, 1987, delivered by 
Hon’ble Shri Justice S.N. Bhargava of the High Court of 
Judicature, Rajasthan, relating to the inquiry into the 
circumstances in which Netaj i Subhas Chandra Bose died. 


2 . Shri Vi jay Kumar told me that he has passed on my 

letter to you as you are concerned with the subject. 


3. May I request you Kindly to expedite your reply ? We 

are dealing with a writ petition in the Calcutta High Court iri 
""which the aforesaid Judgement has been relied upon and we have to 
tell the Court what action has been taken in pursuance of the 
Judgement. Any delay will embarrass us and will result in 
Contempt of Court proceedings. 


With regards. 
Yours sincerely. 




(M.VENKATeSWARA IYER) 


Shri Dili] 


p Lahiri, 

Joint Secretary (ftp) , 

Ministry of External Affairs, 
New Dei hi —1 10001 . 


- ft j . j ' 




's.*z 


/is 


Host Inmediate 
By SpI. Hesseneer 


Dilip Lahiri 
Joint Secretary (AP) 


No. C/551/7/92-JP 
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MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
NEW DELHI-110011 


October 0, 1993 


Dear S ^ 3 *^ 1 


Please refer to your letter no, 1/27/91-Public dt, 
5.10,93 regarding the judgement dated 4th March, 1967 delivered 
by Hon* b le Shri Justice S*N, Bhargava of the High Court of 
Judicature, Rajasthan relating to the inquiry into the 
circumstances in which Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose died. The 
factual position is as f o L lows : - 

2, Subsequent to the judgement having been passed, it was 
brought to the notice of this Ministry that the petitioner had 
died. Coordination Division of this Ministry had, therefore, 
informed Shri Talekar, Counsel of the late petitioner that as the 
petitioner had passed away before the meeting with the 
MEA/Govermaent of India representative could take place, no 
further action was called for on the part of the Government of 
India, Our Legal and Treaties Division had also opined inter- 
alia that since no evidence or documents of any kind were ever 
produced by Shri Nand Lai Sharma, the occasion to consider 
whether or not a fresh enquiry was required did not arise. 

3, You are no doubt aware that the CCFA at its meeting on 
27,2*91 had considered a note prepared by your Ministry on the 
dispute regarding the ashes of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose as 
also the controvery whether Netajf was dead or alive where the 
CCPA had approved the proposal that "no useful purpose would be 
served by holding yet another enquiry or bringing the ashes back 
to India at present as this might create unnecessary tensions," 


Shri M. Venkateswara Iyer, 
Joint Secretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs, 
New Delhi 



r 


BY SPBBD POST 



V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRET ARYf PUB . 5 VIG.), 
TEL . NO . 3012421 . 


D.O. No. 1/27/91-Public 


DATED 


22-10-1993 


Dear Shri Kundu 


Kindly refer to letter No.l5/B/Home/93/625/245A dated 


the 6th August, 1993, from Shri S.N. Roy, Junior Central 

Government Govt. Advocate, addressed to Shri L.B. Sina^e, 
Director in the Ministry of Home Affairs, forwarding therewith a 
copy of the Affidavit of added Respondent namely Dr. Sushanta 
Kumar Mitra in the matter of C.O.No.6720(W) of 1993, Bijan 
Ghosh Versus Union of India 6 Ors. for preparation of Affidavit- 
in-Opposition. 

2. The parawise comments in response to the said writ 

petition by Dr. Sushanta Kumar Mitra have been finalised and 
the same are sent herewith for your immediate attention and 
preparation of the required Affidavit-in-Op posit ion. I shall be 
grateful if you could Kindly have the Affidavit-in-Opposition 
prepared expeditiously, settled by the Senior Panel Counsel, 

Shri "R.N. Das and return the same to this Ministry for doing the 

follow up action before formally filing the same in the Hon'ble 
High Court at Calcutta. 

3. In view of the above position, the matter may kindly 
be attended to on priority basis and necessary Affidavit-in- 
Opposition in the prescribed proforma returned to me duly 
settled by Speed Post. 


With regards 


Yours sincerely, 




(V.P. Bhatia) 


Central Govt. Advocate 


Ministry of Law 8 Justice, 
Department of Legal Affairs, 
4, K.S. Roy Road, 
Calcutta-700001. 



PARAWISE COMMENTS IN RESPECT OF AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF ADDED 
RESPONDENT NO. 5 NAMELY, DR. SUSHANTA KUMAR MITRA IN RESPECT 
OF WRIT PETITION C.O. NO.6720 (W) OF 1992 FILED BY SHRI BIJAN 
GHOSH IN CALCUTTA HIGH COURT. 


Para 1 ! 
Para It 


Para 3: 
Para 4: 

Para 5: 


Needs no comments. 

added - 

The contention of the / Respondent in para 2 of the Affidavit 
is not correct and is denied because nothing contained in 
the Constitution debars the Government from extending recogni- 
tion to individual acts of outstanding merit by way of 'Orders 
and deocrations 1 , in the sphere of social work, art, science 
and literature, to acts of gallantry in the battle field and 
any other fields of service and to acts of conspicuous devotion 
to duty in general. A Press Note was issued by the Government 
of India on April 17, 1968, making it abundantly clear that 
the use of Civilian awards such as Padma Vibhushan, Padma 
Bhushan and Padma Shri as titles in letterheads, invitation 
cards, posters, books etc. is against the scheme of the 
Government as these awards are not titles and their use 
along with the names of individuals is contrary to the spirit 

of the Constitution which has abolished titles. A copy 

Press 

of the said/ Note is annexed herewith. It was also emphasised 
in this Press Note that no civilian award should be affixed 
or prefixed with the name of the awardee to give an appearance 
of a title. 

Requires no comments. 

In view of the position stated in para 2 above, needs no 
further comments. 

As already stated in reply to para 2 above. Civilian Awards 
like Bharat Ratna, Padma Vibhushan, Padma Bhushan and 
Padma Shri are not titles and this position has been clarified 
in the Press Note dated April 17, 1968, referred to in para 


2 above. 


Para 6 : 
& 7 

Para 8; 

Para 9: 

ParalO: 


Parall : 


Para 12: 

Paral2A : 

Paral2B : 


- 2 - 

added 

The allegations of the/ Respondent are denied. Civilian awards 
conferred by the Government of India are not titles. 

The contention of the Petitioner about conferment of Bharat 
Ratna posthumously on Shri Rajiv Gandhi, is denied. It 

is also denied that Lai Bahadur shastri has not yet been 

conferred the award of Bharat Ratna. The award of Bharat 

Ratna was conferred on him in 1966. 

added 

The contentions of thaf Respondent in para 9 are incorrect 

and are denied . 

added 

The contention of thd Respondent in para 10 is incorrect and 

denied since the Government has already accepted the findings 
of both the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla Commission 
to the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash at Taihoku 

on 18th August, 1945. It was accordingly that in the President's 
announcement on 23rd January, 1992, the award was regarded 
as "posthumous". 

As regards an investigative inquiry stated to have been 

ordered by the then Prime Minister, Shri Chandrasekhar, 

\ 

no records are available in this Ministry* 

In view of the various documents submitted in the evidence 
and considered by the Netaji Inquiry Committee/ Khosla 
Commission and in the absence of any specific clue to the 
contrary and Government having already accepted the conclusion 
that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, no 
useful purpose would be served by instituting any fresh 
inquiry. 

added 

The contentions of the / Respondent in para 12 are denied. 
These are his personal views. 

Needs no comments as this is a reproduction relating to 
the terms of reference of Netaji Inquiry Committee the 

recommendation of the Committee. 

cdd 

No comments as the contention of the / Respondent only reflects 
his personal views about Sh/t G«D. Khosla. 


- 3 - 
added 

Para 13: The contentions of the/ Respondent in para 13 are self-explana- 
tory and need no comments as far as publishing a book 
namely "Last Days of Netaji" and its subsequent withdrawal 
from circulation is concerned. 

As regards the statement made by the then Prime Minister 

in the Lok Sabha on 28.8.78 (not on September 3, 1978 

as contended in the petition) it is not fully quoted by 

the petitioner. Shri Morarji Desai also added that "no 

useful purpose would be served by having any further 

inquiry 11 . This last sentence in the statement has been 
added 

omitted by the / Respondent . As regards the statement attributed 
to Shri Dhaniklal Mandal on 11th April, 1979, it relates 

to a reply given by him when he was Minister of State 

in the Ministry of Home Affairs to Unstarred Question No. 
6626 in the Lok Sabha on 11th April, 1979. It was 

not a suo motu statement made in the Lok Sabha, by Shri 

Dhaniklal Mandal, as has been made out . by the added 

Respondent. However, the matter was considered by the 

Government as late as in February, 1991 and it was decided 

that since two inquiries had already been held on the 

disappearance of Netaji and Government had already accepted 

that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at 

Taihoku, no useful purpose would be served by holding 

another inquiry. It is, therefore, denied that the findings 

and reports of Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission 

have not been accepted by Government. However, as already 

stated , Government of India has taken a decision not to proceed 

any further in the matter of conferment of Bharat Ratna on 

Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose. In view of this position, the 

added 

apprehension of the/ Respondent about Government of India 
bestowing the award of Bharat Ratna on Netaji is unfounded. 

Para 14: No comments, since the findings of the Neta}i Inquiry Com mi -.-too 
and the Khosla Commission have already been ac;.ept«d hy 






✓ , 
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the Government of India. As already stated, no record is 

available in the Ministry of Home Affairs with reference to 

the investigative inquiry alleged to have been declared by 

the Government of India headed by Shri Chandrasekhar, 

ad ded 

The contention of the / Respondent that the Government of India 

never accepted the reports and findings of the two Inquiry 

Commissions is not correct. 

added 

Para 1 4 A : The contentions of the/ Respondent are not relevant since the 
Government of India have already accepted the findings of 
the two Commissions that Netaji died in an air-crash at Taihoku 
on 18th August, 1945. 

Paral4B: The contentions of the added Respondent are immaterial in 

view of the fact that Government have already accepted that 

Netaji died in an air-crash at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945. 

Paras 14 No comments in view of the acceptance by the Government of the 
fc,D&E 

findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla Commission, 
The reference to the alleged bad treatement meted out to 
INA personnel in post British India has no relevance to the 
issue relating to conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji Subhash 
Chandra Bose, 

Para 15: No comments insofar as the contents of the book ‘Netaji dead 
or alive 1 by Shri Samar Guha are concerned. However, as 
already stated. Government have as late as in 1991, after 
taking into account the various points of views, decided to 
uphold the acceptance by the Government of the findings 
of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission that 
Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku. 

In view of this position, the announcement dated 23rd January, 
1992, about conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji as ’posthumous 1 
was in order. 

Para 16: As regards the contents of para 16, although the Civil Writ 
Petition No. 902 of 1984 in the Rajasthan High Cou-t and the 
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Para 


Para 

Para 


Para 


Para 


^delivered i.e, 18th January ,1986, are correct, the judgement 
date of the judgement /_was delivered by Shri Justice S.N. 

Bhargava and not by Hon'ble Shri Justice Kapoor, as stated 

therein. As regards the direction to the Union of India, 

the Ministry of External Affairs were required to look into 

the matter once again and examine all the available evidence 

including all the papers and other materials which the Petitioner 

(Shri Nand Lai Sharma) had claimed that he had at his disposal. 

The factual position is that it was brought to the notice 

of Ministry of External Affairs that the Petitioner had died . 

That Ministry informed Shri Talekar, Counsel of the late 

Petitioner that as the petitioner had passed away before 

the meeting with the Ministry of External Affairs/ Government 

of India representative, no further action was called for on 

the part of the Government of India, Since no evidence or 

document of any kind was ever produced by Shri Nand Lai 

Sharma, the occasion to consider whether or not a fresh 

enquiry was required, did not arise. 

17: The contention of the^Respondent about conferment of Bharat 

\ 

Ratna on Netaji and not on Mahatma Gandhi is not relevant 
as decision to confer Bharat Ratna on Netaji was taken keeping 
in view the sentiments of the Hon*ble Members of the Rajya 
Sabha during special mention by Shri Pramod Mahajan, M.P. 
(Rajya Sabha) on 7th August, 1991 and also in recognition 
of the public service of the highest order of Netaji. 

18: No comments. 

added 

19: As regards the contention of the/ Respondent with reference 

to letter dated 22nd July, 1946 of Khurshed Nacxiji to Louis 

Fischer dated 22nd July, 1946, even though there is a reference 

to Bose, it does not say conclusively that Bose was alive. 

jadded 

20: The contentions of thd Respondent In para 20 calls for no cominets 
as it has no direct relation with the conferment o* aware 
of Bharat Ratna on Netaji, 

21: Needs no comments. 

... 6 /- 
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Para 22: Calls for no comments. 

Para 23: The contentions of the ^Respcrrfeit in para 23 call for no 
comments t as these have no direct co-relation with the conferment 
^ of Bharat Ratna on Netaji. 

Para 24: Calls for no comments. 

added 

Para 25: The contentions of the/ Respondentin para 25 call for no comments 
except that the Government have accepted the findings of 
the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla Commission to 
the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 
1945. 


Para 26: Requires no comments in view of the decision taken by the 
Government, notwithstanding its earlier announcement made 
on 23rd January, 1992, not to take any further action in the 
matter of conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji and to treat 
the same as closed * 

Para 27: The position with reference to the contention of the added Respondent 
in respect of conferment of the award of Bharat Ratna on 
Netaji posthumously as brought out under the heading ^Grounds* 
are incorrect and the correct position is indicated as under 
against each ground 


GROUNDS 


itiii 

m. 


IV. 


No comments since Bharat Ratna is not a title as already 
explained in reply to paras 2 & 6 above. 

The contention of the Petitioner is unfounded and is 
denied . 

In view of the position already explained in response 
to paras 10,15 and 25 above, the contents covered 
in this ground are incorrect insofar as non-acceptance 
of the reports and findings of Netaji Inquiry Committee 
(1956) and Khosla Commission (1970) is concerned; 
that the State has never declared him dead is not 
correct and that the third Inquiry Commission was 
not at all ordered by the Prime Minister in 1985 and 
no such inquiry is pending. 


... 7 /- 
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V. In view of the position already stated in para 10 

added 

above, the contention of the/ Respondent under this 

ground is incorrect and as such denied. 

added 

Para 28: No comments since the contention of the/ Respondent in para 




28 are his personal views. 

Para 29: Calls for no comments in view of the position already stated 
in para 26 above that Government have decided not to take 
further action and to treat the matter as closed. 

Para 30: Calls for no comments. 

2. In view of the position explained in the foregoing paragraphs, 

added 

the contentions of the / Respondentmerit outright rejection. It is prayed 
accordingly. 



ANNEXURE 




GOVERNMEN T OF INDIA 
PRESS IN f ORM AT ION BUREAU 

! 


PRESS NOTE 


The attention of the Union Home Ministry has been 
draun to the practice of using Civilian Auards such as 
Padma Vibhushsn, Padma Bhushan and Padma Shri as titles in 
letter heads, invitation cards, posters, books, etc. The 
auards are not titles and their use along uith the names of 
individuals is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution, 
uhich has abolished titles. It is, therefore, desirable 
that no Civilian Auard should be affixed or prefixed uith the 
name of the auardee to give an appearance of a title. 


Union Ministry of Home Affairs 

Neu Delhi, Chaitra 28, 189 0/ Api^i^l 17 , I960 


{ Article 16 of the Constitution of India says ; 

(l) "No titles, not being a military or academic distinctions, 
shall be conferred by the State: ( 7 ) No citizen of India shall 
accept any title from foreign State: (3) No person uho is not 
a citizen ;f India shall, uhile he holds any office of profit 
or trust under the State, accept uithout the consent of thB 
President any title from any foreign State..,,"). 


-// 


£3 


* 
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PARAWISE COMMENTS IN RESPECT OF AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF ADDED 
PETITIONER NO. 5 NAMELY, DR. SUSHANTA KUMAR MITRA IN RESPECT 
OF WRIT PETITION C.O. NO. 6720 (W) OF 1992 FILED BY SHRI BUAN 
GHOSH IN CALCUTTA HIGH COURT. 





Para 1: Needs no comments. 

Para 2: The contention of the Petitioner in para 2 of the Affidavit 

is not correct and is denied because nothing contained 

in the Constitution debars the Government from extending 
recognition to individual acts of outstanding merit 

by way of ‘Orders and decorations' , in the sphere 
of social work , art , science and literature , to acts 

of gallantry in the battle field and any other fields 

of service and to acts of conspicuous devotion to duty 

in general. A Press Note was issued by the Government 
of India on April 17, 1968, making it abundantly clear 

that the use of Civilian Awards such as Padma Vibhushan, 
Padma Bhushan and Padma Shri as titles in letterhead?, 
invitation cards, posters, books etc. is against the 
scheme of the Government as these awards are not 

titles and their use along with the names of individuals 
is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution which 

has abolished titles. A copy of the said Note is 

annexed herewith .V' It was also emphasised in this 
Press Note that no civilian award should be affixed 
or prefixed with the name of the awardee to give 
an appearance of a title. 

Requires no comments. 

In view of the position stated in para 2 above, 
needs no further comments. 

k t#-. 

Para 5: As already stated in response to para 2 above, Civilian 

Awards like Bharat Ratna, Padma Vibhushan, Padma 
Bhushan and Padma Shri are not titles and this position 
has further been clarified in the Press Note dated 
April 17, 1968, referred to in para 2 above. 




... 2 / - 




2 


' 



K parai’ 6 %pri It is denied that the conferment of Bharat Ratna and 

l j \ / 

p*- J Padma series of Awards has any relevance to the conferment 

\ 'U^of titles like Knight f Rai-Bahadur* Sir eto.^ conferred 

^ . % \ 

by the Britishers. It is also denied that these Civilian 


4 ^ \ 


}>- Awards ar4 bestowed at the whim and pleasure of 

1“* * -j \// \ j 

^ the State sfnce all recommendations for these awards 

are processed through a very elaborate process of 


Para 7: 


found fit for these high awards 


screening and possible precautions are taken to award 
the decorations only to such persons who are really 

As already stated , 
Bharat Ratna and Padma series of Awards are not titles 

n * 

but only decorations and the State has the inherent 
right to confer these decorations. It is a fact that 

*,vf. \ 

no title was given by the Government not only when 

\I 

it was run- by Janta ',Party / Janta Dal etc* but- also 
earlier to that since/ the Constitution had abolished 
titles. The Civilian Awards of Bharat Ratna, Padma 
Vibhushan, Padma Blaushan and Padma Shri were instituted 
in January 1954 by issue of two Presidential Notifications 

u 

No. 1 -Pres./ 54/ 2-Pres/54 \dated 2nd January ,1954. 

These awards \ w era_. to -be. given for exceptional service 
towards the advancement of art, literature and science 
and in recognition of the public service of the highest 
order/ exceptional and distincjfi^service in any field/ 
distin<jto5fir ^ service of a high order in any field 
including the service rendered by Government servants. 
It was further provided in these Notifications that 
any person without distinction of race, occupation, 
position or sex shall be eligible for these awards 
and that these decorations may be awarded posthumously. 
As already stated with reference to para 6 above, 
no titles had been conferred by the State after Independence 
and only awards and decorations have been given in 
recognition of individual acts of outstanding merits 
in the sphere of social work, art, science and literature. 


... 3 /- 
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Para 8i 


Para 9: 


Para 10: 




Para 11: 


to acts of gallantry in the battle field and in other 
fields of service and to acts of conspicuous devotion 

to duty in general. It is a fact that in 1977, the 
then Government cancelled the institution of Civilian 
Awards of Bharat Ratna, Padma Vibhushan, Padma Bhushan 

and Padma Shri. It is incorrect that the then Prime 

N. / 

Minister, Smt. Indira Gandhi, decided to award Bharat 
Ratna to herself in thfevyear 1971, As regards the 
writ petitions stated to be pending before the High 
Court at Rajasthan challenging the conferment of Bharat 

Ratna on Nehru, Indira Gandhi and Rajiv Gandhi } nothing 

/ \ 

has been brought to the notice of this Ministry either 

of fU 

by the^ Rajasthan High Court or by the -'Government 
of Rajasthan. 

The contention of the Petitioner about conferment of 
Bharat Ratna posthumously on Shri Rajiv Gandhi, is 
denied. It is also denied that Lai Bahadur Shastri 
has not yet been conferred the award of Bharat Ratna^ 
Since This highest^-eirHian award was conferred on 
him in 1966. 'V 

The contentions of the Petitioner in para 9 are incorrect 
and are denied. 

The contention of the Petitioner in para 10 is incorrect 

and denied since the Government has already accepted 

the findings of both the Netaji Inquiry Committee and 

the Khosla Commission to the effect that Netaji died 

in an air-crash at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945. 

It was accordingly that in the Presidents announcement 

on 23rd January, 1992, the award was regarded as 
« 

^posthumous. 

.frWVei. 

As regards an investigative inquiry aHe g ed to have 
been ordered by the then Prime Minister, Shri Chandrasekhar ^ 
no records are available in this Ministry. 


... 4 /- 
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Para 12: 


Para 12A: 


r 


Para 12B: 


Para 13: 



In view of the various documents submitted in the 
evidence and considered by the Netaji Inquiry Committee/ 
Khosla Commission and in the absence of any specific 
clue to the contrary and Government having already 
accepted the conclusion that Netaji died in an air- 
crash on 18th August, 1945, no useful purpose would 
be served by taking up with, the concerned authorities - 
of~ archives or K.G.B. as contended by 'the Petitioner 

The contentions of the Petitioner in para 12 are denied * 
es Ihese are his personal views. 

Needs no comments as this is a reproduction relating 
to the terms of reference of Netaji Inquiry Committee 

and the recommendation of the Committee, 

Mj- , 

No comments as . contention of the Petitioner <££ this- 

pa-ta reflects his personal views about Shri G.D. Khosla, 
The contentions of the Petitioner in para 13 are self- 
explanatory and need no comments as far as publishing 
a book namely “Last Days of Netaji 1 s 11 and its subsequent 
withdrawal from circulation is concerned. 

As far as the statement made by the then Prime Minister 
in the Lok Sab ha on 28-8-78 (not on September 3, 
1978 as contended in the petition) L is not complete- 

A 

in- itself- inasmuch — as the last sentence — of — 


statem en t - 


Shri Morarji Desai also added 


n 


that no useful purpose would be served by having 
any further inquiry 1 ' has not "been reproduced— th^reirr.' ' 

I 
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As regards the statement attributed to Shri Dhaniklal 


Mandal on 11th April, 1979, it relates to a reply 


o„ 




given by the— then Minister of State in the Ministry 
of Home Affairs (’Shri Dhaniklal Monetert) to Question 



, and not the statement 


No, 6626, on 11th April, 1979^ and- not the statement 
as contended-Qay the -Eetitiener, However, the matter 


was considered by the Government as late as in February, 

f 


1991 and it was decided that since we have — already 

U-<x^L- 

two inquiries on the disappearance of Netaji and Government 


two inquiries on 

'UJL , ^ 

having already accepted that Netaji died in the air- 


crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku, no useful 


purpose would be served by holding another inquiry 



as this might create unnecessaryr-tenlions-r , 

It is, therefore, denied that the findings and reports 


of Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission 
ive - However, as already "stated, Government 


are not conclusive, 
of India has taken a decision not to proceed any further 
in the matter of conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji 
Subhash Chandra Bose. In view of this position , the 
apprehension of the Petitioner about Government of 


India bestowing the award of Bharat Ratna on Netaji 

l 




unfounded. 

No comments in so far as the'Tconteri'ts of the book 
‘Netaji, dead or alive 1 by SKri S/mar Guha are concerned. 
HoweverX as alreachr stated/ Government have as late 
as in 199l\ have /after taking into account the various 
points of views decided to uphold the acceptance by 
the Government of the findings of the Netaji Inquiry 
Committee^ and Khosla\ Commission that Netaji died in 
an ai}Acrash o/l 18th \ugust,1945, at Taihoku, In 
view I of this 1 ' position the '“announcement dated\ 23rd 
January, 1992 about conferment 


V 


Netaji ~as-' 1 posthumous* was in order. 


Bharat Ratn^i on 


... 6 /- 
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Para 14: No comments since the findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and 
the Khosla Commission have already been accepted by the Government 
of India. As already stated, no record is avilable in the Ministry 

of Home Affairs with reference to the investigative inquiry alleged 
to have been declared by the Government of India headed by Shri 

Chandrasekhar. The contention of the Petitioner that the Government 
of India never accepted the reports and findings of the two Inquiry 

iV 

Commissions are not correct * 

Para 14 A: The contentions of the Petitioner are not relevant since the Government 
of India have already accepted the findings of the two Commissions 

that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945* 




Para 14B: The contentions .ad eh recd - by ^t h e-Pet&toirer in- this para are-eniy- extraneous 



jj*Z 


7'\ a 
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in view of the fact that Government have already accepted that Netaji 

died in an air-crash at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945. 

Paras 14: No comments in view of the acceptance by the Government of the 
C,D &E 

findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla Commission, 

The reference to the. bad treatment meted out to INA personnel in post 
British India has no LdlireSfl fre lev ance with the issue relating to conferment 
of Bharat Ratna on Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, 

Para 15: No comments in^so^far as the contents of the book ‘Netaji 
dead or alive 1 by Shri Samar Guha are concerned. However, 

as already stated , Government have as late as in 1991 laa 
after taking into account the various points of views , decided 
to uphold the acceptance by the Government of the findings 
of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission that 
Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku. 

In view of this position , the announcement dated 23rd January , 

1992, about conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji as 'posthumous* 
was in order. 


... 7 /- 


r 



PAR A 16: 

As regards the contents of para 16, although the Civil Writ 
Petition No. 902 of 1984 in the Rajasthan High Court and the date of 
the judgement, 'delivered i.e. 18th January, 1986, are corrected, the 
judgement was delivered by Shri Justice S.N. Bhargava and not 6y 
Hon'ble Shri Justice Kapoor, as stated therein. As regards the 
direction to the Union of India, the Ministry of External Affairs 
were required to look into the matter once again and examine all 
the available evidence including all the papers and other materials 
which the Petitioner (Shri Nand Lai Sharma) had claimed that he 
had at his disposal. The factual position is that it was brought 
to the notice of Ministry of External Affairs that the Petitioner had 
died. That Ministry informed Shri Talekar, Counsel of the late 
Petitioner that as the Petitioner had passed away before the 
meeting with the Ministry of External Affairs/ Government of India 
representative, no further action was called for on the part of the 
Government of India. Since no evidence or document of any kind 
was ever produced by Shri Nand Lai Sharma, the occasion to 
consider whether or not a fresh enquiry was required, did not 
arise. 


A 


Para 16: 


Para 17: 



Para 18: 
Para 19: 



Para 20 : 


Para 21: 
Para 22 : 
Para 23: 



Para 24 : 
Para 25: 


Para 26 : 


(Since this is a specific contention, IS Division are 
in a better position to state the facts in reply to 
this para). 

The contention of the Petitioner about conferment of 

Bharat Ratna on Netaji and not on Mahatma Gandhi 
is not relevant as decision to confer Bharat Ratna 

on Netaji was taken keeping in view the sentiments 

of the Hon 1 ble Members of the Rajya Sabha during 

special mention by Shri Promod Mahajan,M.P. (Rajya 
Sabha) on 7th August, 1991 and also in recognition 
of the public service of the highest order of Netaji, 

No comments. 

As regards the contention of the Petitioner with reference 

to letter dated 22nd July, 1946 of Khurshed Naojroji 
c 

to Louis Fisher dated 22nd July, 1946, even though 
there is a reference to Bose, it does not conclusively 

that Bose was alive. 

The contentions of the Petitioner in para 20 calls for 
no comments as it has no direct relation^ with the 
conferment of award of Bharat Ratna on Netaji, 

Needs no comments. 

Calls for no comments. 

The contentions of,/ para 23 call for no comments, as 
these have no direct co-relation with the conferment 
of Bharat Ratna on Netaji. 

Calls for no comments. 

The contentions of the Petitioner in para 25 call for 
no comments except that the Government have accepted 
the findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the 
Khosla Commission to the effect that Netaji died in 
an air-crash on 18th August, 1945. 

Requires no comments in view of the decision taken 

by the Government, notwithstanding its earlier announcement 

made on 23rd January, 1992, not to take any further 
action in the matter of conferment of Bharat Ratna 


... 7 /- 


Para 27: 




Para 28: 


Para 29: 


Para 30: 

2 . 


- 2 - 

on Netaji and to treat the same as closed. 

The position with reference to the contention of the 
Petitioner in respect of conferment of the award of 
Bharat Ratna on Netaji posthumously as brought out 
under the heading 'Grounds' are in incorrect and the 
correct position is indicated as under against each 
ground 

GROUNDS 

I&II : No comments since Bharat Ratna is not a title 
as already explained in reply to paras % ® 

above. 

III . The contention of the Petitioner is unfounded 

and is denied. 

IV. In view of the position already explained in 

response to paras »o, \s wnA a.5 above, the contents 
co^verel/in this ground are incorrect in"scOfar 
as non-acceptance of the reports and findings 
of Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) and Khosla 

IS 

Commission (1970)^; that the State has never declared 
him dead/ and that the third Inquiry Commission 
was not at all ordered by the Prime Minister 

in 1985. ^ h* 1 * ‘ 

V . In view of the position already stated in para 

'o above, the contention of the 

Petitioner under this ground is incorrect and 
as such denied. 

No comments since the contention of the Petitioner 
in para 28 are his personal views. 

Calls for no comments in view of the position already 
stated in para 2£ above that Government 

have decided not to confer the decoration of Bharat 

Ratna on Netaji and - ' to treat the matter as closed. 


Calls for no comments. 

In view of the position explained in the foregoing 


paragraphs , the contentions of the Petitioner merit outright rejection. 











Sts r 
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It is prayed accordingly. 
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BY SPEED POST 


s.hi iS 


V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRETARY (PUB. k VIG.), 
TEL. NO. 3012421. 

NO. 1/27/ 9 1-Public 



Dated* 15-11-1993. 


Dear Shri Kundu, 

Kindly refer to toy d.o. letter of even number dated 22nd 
October, 1993 , sending therewith pare wise comments in response 
to the writ petition filed by the Added Respondent Dr. Sushant 
Kumar Mitre in the matter of C.O. No. 6720 (W) of 1993 - Bijan 
Ghosh Vs. Union of India and others for your immediate attention 
and settlement of the required Affidavit-in-Op position. I hope 
the said Affidavit-in -Opposition would have been settled by now 
by the Senior Panel Counsel, Shri R.N. Das. If the same has not 
yet been done, it is requested that the same may kindly be attended 
to on priority basis and the settled Affidavit-ln -Opposition on behalf 
of the Union of India sent to this Ministry without any further 
delay of time so that the said Af f ida v it-in -0 pposition could be 
filed in the High Court at Calcutta. 

2. I shall be grateful if the matter could be attended to 

on top priority basis and necessary Affidavit -in -Opposition , duly 
settled, in the preacribed proforma returned to me by Speed Post. 


With regards. 


Yours sincerely. 



V.P. Bhatia ) 


Shri S.K. Kundu, 

Senior Central Government Advocate, 

High Court at Calcutta, 

Ministry of Law, Justice A Company Affairs, 

Department of Legal Affairs, 

4-K.S. Roy Road, Calcutta. 

BY SPEED POST _ 

Cbpy to Shri R.N. Das, Senior Panel Counsel, Calcutta High Court* 
88, Chowrangee Road, Calcutta, with the request that the Atfidavit- 

in-Opposition in response to the writ petition filed by Dr. Sushant 
Kumar Mitra, an added Respondent may kindly be sent to this Ministry 
duly settled either directly or through Shri S.K. Kundu, Senior 
Central Govt* Advocate as considered appropriate. The Affidavit- 


V- of added Respondent namely Dr. S.K. Mitra has already been made 
available to you along with set of main petition and other petitions 

supplied to you by me personally* 


Bhatia) 

■ Under Secretary to the Govt, of India. 




fRj^ar jmti 


S. K. Kundu 
Central Govt. 


C. N* Ck J) % 


% ' 


f'h'oiw: 


cprrjx p&st 

_ ^ — UOVEtlNMGN'l OP INDIA 

firfpiT STtT STTlJT 


Advocate. 


Ministry ov Law & Justice 
(Met mm fawn) 

(Di partmi nt or Lkoal A^iairs) 

!^P3T nfaTFTT 

branch secretariat 

4 , faTT Tpr TIS, ^'TTTm-70 0 00 1 
4, K. S. ROY ROAD, CALCU TTA-700 (K>l 



D.O.Ho.l5/B/Home/93/7 3<, 


Dated the ISth November 1993 


Dear S’nri Bbatia* 


This has reference to your D.o. No. l/27/91-Public dt> 
15.11.93 in connection with C.0.No.6720(w)/93 (Bijan Ghosh 
-vs- Union of India & Ors.). 

I am forwarding herewith a copy of the Affidavit in 
opposition filed by the writ petitioner against the petition 
filed by the respondents claiming privilege under sections 
123 and 124 of the Evidence Act read with Article 74(2) of 
the Constitution of India. Please supply us t-he comments on 
the same at an early date to enable our learned counsel to 
prepare the Affidavit- in -reply at an early date and to have 
it affirmed before the case aopears for hearing. 

Please treat this as VERY URGENT and do the needful 
at an early date. 

With regards* 


Yours sincerely, 


Enel: copy of the a/O filed 
by Bijan Ghosh. 



'1 I'ljli 


Shri V-p.Bhatia* 

Under Secretary (pub. 8. Vig. ) 
Ministry of Home Affairs, 

North Block, Mew Delhi 110001. 
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dist aicr *caic -jita 

i IN THa-BIGH GU :T KT AX CA1CUT1A 
CChlUT UEIUKAL WAIT JU HlSPId ION 
(APFULiJW’iS SllXfi) 


In the Matter of t 

C#0. fio* 672a (w; off 1993 j 


- ’ ■ l 


*■* t ?'■,!*! 


-And- 




In the watLer of s 


U 


£T T , * ■ 

Au application under Article 326 or the 


\ i-r -r; f 


■ i . 


Constitution cf India j 
-And- 

■ vu:,. 1 " 

In the matter of : 


3i^an Ghosh 


* * B * 


^STITI'jSKd 


-vercuo- 


, < < 


rrfjf r >•- 


: • < ’I ■ 

Union of India nnd uther3 j&jjiJuN p;j] 

v c 

n r * *r4 r 1 ” » 


» ; »■ J , 


Af i flda/lt-in r v g p9edtl^ of thg '.e.titlwaer nbu^nmiad 

in -gslnti on, to . t hg affidavit _u_r _ t_h e re sp on da at b ciaimln g 

privilege uncUr Sections 133 and 134 cf the Evidence Act 


2£ 
read w 




lorwjf India 


Cf . ■» j.'jf.’ r J ■ , ; r j ’{ J ^ 


t; 


■ 1 


I, Bijen Ghosh, son of Sbri B an oy Krishna Ghosh, aged 


about 37 years, by occupation Advocate practising at High Court, 
Calcutta, residing at B-172, B .8 .Collage , Howrah-3, do hereby 
solemnly affirm and any ac follows : - 

X. I ara tile petitioner nbovgnamed and am fully conversant 

. * . • 

with the facta and circuiaatances o<- the cucg. 


4 . - ■; i 


", * ■ ' 


; v»X A 


2* I have gone through the copy served on we of the 

•■£ 5 C . ’ t 1. , . . irJ> 

affidavit of Shri N.N.Vohra, Secretary to the Government of India, 

,tc ->a< ; ■■ 

ministry of Home Affairs, purported to be affirmed on 28th 




September, 1993 (her e In /if ter referred to jib the said affidavit) and 
have under stood the contents and purport thereof. 

Save end except what are admittedly matters of record and 
what are specifically adnitted hereunder, I deny and dicpute eqj^h 
ail ai .Legations In the said affidavit as if the spire were set 
out hereunder and specif icalry traversed, denied and disputed 
s-eci&t in. 


4. I reiterate eacn and every statement and submission 
contained in my writ application (hereinafter referred to ns the 
petition) and my subsequent application and affidavits filed in the 
proceedings relating thereto sail deny and dispute each nod allega- 
tions in the said affidavit o,f Shri N.N.Vohro, ns are contrary 
thereto or inconsistent thereuitb. 

5. Before dealing with the allegations contained in the? 
several paragraphs of the said affidavit, I oeg to state the 
following facts in relation thereto x - 

I 

a 

(a) The said affidavit has neither been made nor affirmed either 
properly or in accordance with raw, nor does it contain the 
proper cause title} 

(b) The said affidavit has been purported to be affirmed upon a 
clear uis-coacepcion and/or mi &-c on struct ion of tlie provisions 
of the Sections 133 and 134 of the Evidence Act as 

Article 74(2) of the Constitution of India, so far ns the said 
statutory and const itutiunal orovieiuna have been sought to be 
relied on in relation to the facts anu circumst ances ~f the 
present case and the obligation on the part of the Gov eminent 

■f 

of India to comply with the direction of this Hon'ble Court 
requiring production of all relevant records in connection 
with the adjudication of tho above-inelcitUiHid or it application 
under Article 226 of the Constitution of India filed by me 
before this Hon'ble Court. 


- : 3 i - 



(c) ihe said affidavit has been purported to ne affirmed in 
utter disregard and/or withbut proper advertence to the 
settled principle of law that in writ proceedings in which 
the respondents are required to produce the relevant records 
as part of tneir return to the notice of the writ applica- 
tion, any claim of privilege by the respondent g with n view 
to withholding such records from production Is the risk 
nnd peril of such respondents, inasmuch as even if such 
claim of privilege is sustained by this Hon'ble Court after 
hearing the parties end cc usequantly the anil records are not 
produced by the respondents, tiio position will be the name as 
if there is no proper return on the part of the respondent e 
to the notice of the writ proceedings. The respondents 
having chosen on their own volition to 'withhold nuch records 
will, therefore, be precluded from Justifying their impugned 
action by pretending to rely on such undisclosed records, 
which will net be treated as having disclosed, evei if the 
same are produced before the Court for examining the 
j ust-f lability ut‘ the pretended claim' of privilege, because 

C- 

the Court can not decide tna points of controversy involved 
in the writ proceedings on the basis of personal knowledge. 

(d) The position will be worse still in a case where the respon- 
dents hw/e nesn caused upon by thi3 lion' hie Court to produce 
such records but the saias are not produced sequel *to a claim 
of privilege, inasmuch ns thr respondents will by their own 

t 

volition preclude tnemselstes in such a situations too, from 
contending chat their impugned action is justified with 
reference to such records and this Hon * bie Co-*rt will oe free 
to decide the case by proceeding on toe basis «? ac if there 

f 

■ X£^ 110 -CSCOJbilG# 

(ej 1 be records of the respondent s ns are required to produce 

under the direction of this Hon'ble court / do not belong to 
the clausa to which eny clsita of privilege to relntnble in 


t 4 : 


ihw, no r can or do tnuse record a contain anything, which cm 
be withheld from production before this lion* bis Court for 
furthering any cause of pubxic interest warranting making of 
any claim of privilege in respedt thereof; 

{f) In any event no such harm to any public interest can be 

claimed in support of withholding of) the onid documents as 

' - c 

would out-y&lgh the greater harm to public interest that 
wilr ba done by withholding the said records Cor throttling 
the process of ado ini stmt ion of justice, which ie always 

i 

airmed at serving a pubxic interest, which the judiciary is 
enjoined under the constitution and the rule of law 
enshrined thereunder tc Serve in a democratic set up, as of ewe* 
nr ours. 

vg) The purported claim of privilege is nut founded on any 

bonnfide consideration as to any possibly hartf* to any -public 
interest, whicn might suffer by tne dlscxos<*tv of the 
records, which the respondents are required to produce ani 
have been called upon to produce by this lion* bis court* 

i 

<h) The deponent has no legal authority to withhold the permis- 
sion to produce the said records or to disclose their 
contents or to give any evidence derived therefrom by putting 
forward a pretended claim of privilege without any "ntarial 
to budtniu d--*ch Cj.nim ja any valid or bon af ids ground that 
raignt be claimed to exist in favour of non-discxosurT upon a 
proper or real assessment of the nature and contents of such 
records consistently with the norms laid down in the said 
regard by the Hon'bla Supreme Court in its various decisions 
going to tne root of tne principles contained in the said 
statutory and const It ut ion ax provisions; 

ti) The in s treat claim of privilege has been ctnde rechanicnlly 
and without any or aniy proper application of* mind and to 
subserve collateral interest, and in any event partial 
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interest viewed exclusively from a narrow department ni angle 
and constitutes a tendencioue action of the executive to 
exclude evidence even if such action renders the process 
of administration of justice nugatory or inadequate and 
thereby a greater h&nn is done to the public interest at 
large; 


(j) ins pretended claim of privilege la a mere subterfuge to 
decent the ends of justice by withholding such records 
knowing it fully well that such recordS| If produced , will 
go against the respondents and prove the case of the writ 
petitioner and the plea of privilege is nothing but an 
executive device wearing merely a cloak of bonnfide to shut 
out evidence with a view to evade judicial review of 
executive action. 

6-. I further say that in raising a claim of privilege under 

Sections 123 and 124 of the gvidgnce Act read with Article 74(2) of 
the Constitution of India, the Goverment Is required under the law 

to conform to th* nones and parameters laid down by the Courts 

! 

including the Supreme Court and simply bacauea an affidavit has been 

l 

purported to be shorn by a Secretary to the Government purporting to 
classify certain documents without even/ identifying thorn precisely, 
a claim of privilege dees not lawfully arise, nor can any such 
claim be treated to be on record. The filling of any such 
affidavit, as in the instant case, only constitutes an utterly 
msiafide obstructive and dilatory device to do substantial harm to 
the public Interest by jeopardising the public interest inherent in 
the judicial process of a democrat icccountry envisaging an open 

society governed by rule off law. 

<•. 

j m Any aufcSiociftiifl of privilege even if raised in due 

compliance with the requirement 6f law and by following the norms 
and parameters judicially mid down in the said regard cannot by 
Itself be used as a weapon by the executive against the judicial 




process and that Is precisely the reason why any nuch claim 
of privilege is subjected to the greatest amount of Judicial 
scrutiny In order that the executive cannot by abusing the 
process of law render tho judicial process nugatory or 
ineffective by purporting to classify end/or describe certain 
records or documents dealt with by it n s being entitled to 
protection against disclosure by attaching their self made 
standard of secrecy and conf identlall fcy to such records and 

documents to subserve the collateral interest behind tho 

► 

withholding of such documents nnd records from disclosure in 
a Court of I*av discharging « very important state function^ac 
an organ of the statG* 



} 

B 4 The executive cannot in furtherance of chair collateral 

^ 1 4 

object be allowed to do harm to the caujjo of justice and 
thereby to a greater public interest by withholding State * 
reoords from judicial scrutiny by raising tho plea of privileg’*' 
by couching the claim even in high sounding words like secrecy 
and confidentiality* it Is because tho Courts in our country 
have in the course of functioning of the democratic set up 1 

f 

under our Constitution come across instances of such abuse of 
the process of law In raising the plea of privilege parti culnr p 
matters having poll ticaf background or oignifance that it fait 
been consistently held by them that all such claims of privil€ 
are required to bo subjected to the greatest scrutiny in order 
to ensure that the cause of put lie Interest serve by the 
judicial process doer not* in any way* suffer thereby# 


Cont d» * *7 


M 


' '<* 

~ 7 » 

9* E a oh and nil allegations la the s^id affidavit 

contrary to the a for era Id ar* 1 denied* 

lQ. Without prejudice to the aforesaid, I am now dealing 
with the allegations contained in the several paragraphs of 
the sold affidavit as hereunder* 

I 

n. With reference to paragraph a of the said affidavit, 

I will cr?ve reference to the relevant ord re and directions 
of this ‘In'bie Court Regarding production of records and do 
not admit any allegation contrary to the actual contents and 
purport thereof. 

I 

12. With reference to paragraph ? of the paid affidavit,. 

I do not admit the allegations contained therein except that 1 
that the deponent appears to be the Secretary to the Oovernmer 
of India, Ministry of Home Affairs* 

i 

13. With reference to paragraph 3 of* the said affidavit, 

fei 

I reiterate the sta t turnouts u^ade hereinbefore end deny ail 
allegations eoxitrary thereto* I specifically deny and dispute 
that the said affidavit' constitutes any proper affidavit for 

claiming privilege in respect of production of any records 

T * » 

or that fch® deponent is competent to make any eulah cinlm, 

as purported to tse done. 

t 


Contd- **8 
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r 


14. With reference to paragraph 4 of the said afflc^vlfe. 


L I 


I reiterate the statements mnrlo hereinbefore? and deny all 
allegations contrary thereto. X specifically deny and dispute 
thst&xE the records required to bo produced under the orders of 
this Hon'blo Court are such unpublished official records 
relating to the affairs of the State or contain such communica- 
tion made to public officers In official confidence as nr© 
entitled to any privilege from disclosure under any provision 
of lav or constitution or that disclosure of such records ! 

would cause any injury to the public interest or that the 
same are protected by Sections 123 and 124 of tho Evidenoe 

i 

Act, purported to be alleged. X also deny and dispufce^fcho t 

I 

the disclosure of such records would bo violative or any 
provision of Article 74 ( 2 ) of the Const! tuti-n of that the 
same contain any advice tendered by the Ministers to the 
President, as purported to be alleged* 


15. With reference to paragraph 5 of the said affidavit 
I specifically deny Jfch and dispute the submission that the 
records ordered to be produced being to any class’* of documents, 

which Is required under any or any lawful practice to kept 

'Ip? i\ 

secret for ensuring proper functioning of the public servioe 
or even otherwise or that the same include notes and minutes 
by officers and Mini st ere on files, os purported to be alleged. 

I further deny and dispute that such notes and minutes of any 
not ©3 submitted to the Cabinet committee on Political Affairs 
or the decision of the said Committee are or can be classified 

as Secret within the meaning of the said legal and constitutor 

c. j 

ai provisions for being entitle to any protection from dis- 
closure either as part of return to the notice of the writ 


I 





\ 


\ 


} 0 % 
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proceedings and/or under orders of this Hon*bl© Court* passed 
ther ein- 

16. With further reference to pr a graph 5 of the said 
affidavit I say that the veil of secrecy sought to be put on 
over such records has no legitimate foundation and the 
purported classification in both arbitrary and Illusory* 
Relating as they do to a public function of the State which 
is required to be done publicly, the connected records retatinj 
to the award of Bharat Ratna to 'letaji Sub has Chandra Bose 
and that too posthumously can not be secreted by withholding 

i 

the same from the process of judicial review of executive 
action and t e vary attempt to do go goes to the roof of the | 
illegality and maiafldc of the Impugned action complained of 
In the writ proceedings* AH allegations contrary to the 
aforesaid are denied* 


17. 


With reference & to paragraph 6 of the said affidavit 


I deny and dispute the allegations contained therein. I say 

any 

that it clear ly appears that there has, not been/judl clous ux 
or careful examination of the question n s to whether the 
disclosure of any, 3 uch record either as port of return to 
qKLvtafetc© Of the writ proceedings and/or under the orders 
-rvio cj>urt passed therein would cause injury to 

vv MsJiA- that tlie deponent had not and could have 

(W' flail si'actl on 


Afro 





that their die closure would cause 
t-o hviikc interest or that the public interest would 


Contd* **1G 
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suffer thereby. I further say th»fc on the contrary there Jurs 
been a deliberate attempt, both recklessly and malaflds to 
net In gross abuse of the process of law far suppressing the 
said records by withholding the same from the purview of the 
judicial process by raising the pretended plea of claim of 
privilege with regard thereto and by making palpably false 
averments In purported support of such pretended plea. There 
Is no evidence as to any examination of any such question in 
the slid affidavit, nor has the norm or “ extent of any such 
alleged examination been disclosed. The purported claim of 
privilege is sought to be supported by means of certain bold 
allegations only. Ail allegations contrary to the sforrsA+d 
are denied. 


18, With reference to paragraph 7 of the snld affidavit, 

I deny and dispute that the deponent has withheld In accordance 
wlfch law permission to produce the said records or any records 
required to be produced as part of ± return to the notice of tbi 
writ proceedings and/or k under the orders of this Hon*ble Couri 

fei 

passed therein or a to disclose their contents or to give any 
evidence received therefrom or can do so In the facts eta# 
circumstances of the case as purported to be done* I further 

deny and dispute that any claim of privilege under Sections 123 

* * 

and 124 of the Evidence A $t r*ad with Article 74(2) of the 
Constitution Is available in respect of Che contents of the 
said records as purported to be specified under sub-paragraphs 
(l) to (vl) of the said paragraph of the said affidavit* I say 


**'.?*■ >* 


Contd*..ll 


J 


that In rosps'Ct of the records which the deponent purports to 
withheld only a cryptic reference* hns been rndo without 
actually trying to convey any idea as to their contents and i. 
purport or about their* news to the question or claim of 
privilege* I will crave reference In tills connection to the 
relevant statutory and constitutional^ provisions and the 
Judicial decisions having a bearing therson at the time of 

1 

hearing, If necessary, and do not admit andy allegation 
contrary to the actual contents end purport thereof . I say 
that the said statutory and constitutional provisions and no 
part thereof are attracted in the fact and circumstances of x 1 
the present case and the pretended recourse thereto has been 

’ ■ - li 

purported to ho token to do the greatest harm to the process oi 
acini ni. strati on of juctice in a case involving grave national 
issues of public importance* All allegations contrary to the 

* * ■ i 

aforesaid are denied* 

19, With further reference to paragraph 7 of the said 
affidavit, I say that 'the respondents have taken a definite 
stand in the affidnvlt-in-op position affirmed by^an Under / 

SoC-etory to the Government of India, Ministry of home ' 

Affairs that they have fer^ted Wcfcaji having died in a 

piano crash on August 18, 194S on the baste of the reports 

1 

of the Wetaji Enquiry Committee 195G and the VJetaJi Enquiry 
Commission 1070. notwithstanding the subsequent statement made 
in Parliament by Prime minister Jiorar J1 Oesal in the year 
1978 to the effect that in view of th© reasons stated by him 
the Government of India no longer consider that those ear Ilex 


/ 


tr"2 
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conclusions are decisive. If that be so, there can be no 
question of secrecy of privilege about my record or document 
relating to any decision on the question as to whether Netajl 
i 3 dead or alive either in the context of award of Bharat 
Batna to him or otherwise, because the proceedings before the 

4 

said two enquiry boiies are already public. It is only If 
the expression "posthumously” lias been used while reading the 
said award on him on January 26, 1992 with reference to any 
report of his death at any subsequent point of time under any 
mysterious circumstances, which the Government for rte sons^best 
known to them do not want to disclose the propie of this 
country, that they might be compelled for extraneous reasons 
to be loath to divulge the fact or to disclose the records 
relating thereto for collateral purpose and oblique motive* 

That not being their case, neither the question of any 
executive secrecy nor or any claim of privilege relating 
thereto can arise. The veil of secreOy as the purported 
plea of privilege is, therefore, a myth and the claim of 
privilege should foil on this ground alone. All allegations 
contrary to the aforesaid are denied* 


i t 


20* With further reference to paragraph 7 of the eaid^ 

V- 

affidavit, I say that It is the admitted case of the respondent 
that they proceeded to consider the question of awarding Bharat 

Ratna on Netaji on the basin of such question having been 

* 

raised in Parliament in recent times by some members of 
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Parliament and the award was accordingly made keeping In 
view the feelings expressed by the said Phrllnmen tar Ians* 

There can, therefore, be no element so secrecy attached to 
the processing of the proposal for conferring the award of 
Bharat %tna on Netajl and no claim of privilege can be made 
in respect of the records relating thereto. If the Court's 
power to Judicial review of executive action in making such 
awards is allowed to be throttled by entertaining such 

f 

utterly fictitious claim of privilege In such matters of 

~-U L ' 

ptfbllc Interest, where the people of the country have a 

C ■ 

right to know why and un^cr what circumstances such distinctive 
treatment Is meted out to the citizens, the executive will be 
armed with arbitrary and discriminatory powers of unrestricted 
dimensions and th© power, if anyk, to confer such distinction, 
will be rendered x capable of being exercised capriciously 
and on extraneous considerations and with the oblique motive 
of causing dl s crimination, none of which can be allowed to be 
associated with any public function of the Clov ernrfent mchinery^ 
supposed to be carrlod out publicly, fairly and Justly. There- 
fare, the attempt to secret*** the said records by putti ng up ■ 
a thoroughly motivated claim of privilege is completely outside 

the scope and ambit of any constitutional or statutory provlsio; 

\ 

affording any such protection against disclosure to any class 
of documents. ktlxalxegxfctxKsxKantjnufyxtaxr^xxnJaxxgatJlxjptwx 
A Government which Bgsests it stand as to Uetaji having died 
In s plane crash on August 18, 1345 on the purported basis of 
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the reports of the earlier enquiry bodies whose conclusious 
have subsequently held by the Government as not being deci sive 

t 

is bound to disclose all materials and facts In support of 
such self-defeating assertion and no claim of privilege la 
available In law against aueh pretended claim of non- disclosure 

of such documents. The fact that the Provident of India was 

.. * ‘ 

pleased to release In an official function the book of Prof. 
Samar Gha -"Netaji - Dead or Alive* 1 In the year 1978, although 

the said book contains an elaborate analysis of the purported 

* 

pacsnima&cxfiBUSisgs of the Netajl Enquiry 

r ' v 

Commission 1970 and conclusive findings as to the utterly, 
perverse and enormous nature of the conclusions of Justice 
KhosXa end the President having ths on the occasion called 

j 

upon a finally country to returned to us our beloved Netajl 
does by itself lease no scope for contending to the contrary 
or for withholding records on the question of the alleged 
death of Natajl from the procers of judlolal review of such 
perverse stand of the executive against the de stand 

taken by the President and Prime Minis ter of the Country. 

I 

21. With further reference to paragraph 7 of the said 
affidavit and particularly the purported particulars regarding 

the alleged contents of the records sought to be furnished^ 

* * | 

in the several sub-paragraphs thereof including sub-paragraphs 
(1) to (iv), I say that there ts nothing to show that the 
same are based on records ref erased to therein or that there 
Is no concealment of any fact relating to the contents and 
purport thereof or that the same oontaln any question whether 
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any and 1C ao $hat advice wa s tendered by the Ministers to 
the President or that the same debar any enquiry by this 

i 

lion'blo Court within the meaning of Article 74 (a) of the 
Constitution of India* I say without prejudice to the 
aforesaid that any documentor proceeding not being or 
actually containing the advice tendered by any Minister to 
the President, although relating to tt|e formulation or 
processing of such advice Is not entitled to the protection 
of the said constitutional provision. I further say that 
there con he no secrecy in any note relating to the Impugned 
Award, nor can any such note or notes by senior officers of the 
Government of India be cln self led as Secret under Sections 123 
and 124 of the Evidence Act, nor can any such purported 
classification by the deponent render any such record to 
he entitled to enjoy such classification for sustaining any 
x claim of privilege under the anfd statutory provision. X 
further say that comnunl cations made In offlcinl confidence to 
the officers of the Ministry of Home Affairs regarding the 
impugned Award do not by itself take away such cuumuni cations 
from the scope of Judicial scrutiny, nor can the same be 
withheld from protection before this Hon'bie Court on the 
purported plea of claim of privilege under hie said statutory 
provision. All ± allegations contrary to the aforesaid are 

- .. \ i 

denied. 


V 

% 
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22 , With furernt reference to paragraph 7 of the sold 
affidavit and particularly sub-paragraph (V) hereof, I say^hat 
I do not accept the existence of any wife or daughter of W 
Hotajl Sub has Chandra ^osa and call upon the deponent to 

4 

produce documentary proof of the marriage of detail and birth 
of a daughter to him through any such marrlago and the circum- 
stances under which any correspondence could be had by the 
Ministry of home Affairs with any such person or persons 
purported to be described as wife and daughter of Netaji. I 
also call upon the deponent to stated and gabueix substantiate 
If such persons with whom such correspondence Is alleged to 
have been made as wife and daughter of Netajl are Indian 
Citizens- I say without prejudice to the aforesaid and - 
without in any way admitting the allegations In the said 
regard that by no stretch of Imagination can any such 
correspondence with any person or persons regarding the i 

Impugned Award can come under the category of documents to 
whicn sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence Act relate. Such 
documents not admittedly being in exclusive possession of the 
Government of 3bf* India, because of outsiders being admittedly 
parties thereto, can not be treated as official secret and the 
purported plea of privilege is Illusory- Withholding oi^guch 
records from the process of Judicial review on such pretended * 
plea of privilege. does In fact as well as law records ©gainst 

the very concept of Justice- AH allegations contrary to the 

* 

aforesaid arc denied* 


I 


c 


23. With further reference to paragraph 7 of the said 
aff davit and particularly sub-paragraph (vi) thereof, I say 


17 



7 " 



that to Mote for tho Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs 
on the subject of the dispute regarding the ashes of tfetaji 
Sub has Chandra Bo S e nor any controversy about whether he Is dead 
or alive, nor any decision of the said Committee thereon can 
by itself relate to Sections 123 and 124 of the Evidence A 0 t, 
far less constituting any advice tendered to the President by 
any Minster within the moaning of Article 74(2) of the 
Constitution off India. I say without prejudice to the aforesaid 
that existence of cogent evidence about the death of Netajl 
Cub es Chandra Bose at the time of m Icing of the impugned 
Award is directly related to the question as to whether any 
such Award could lawfully.be treated and described as posthumous 
and the withholding of any such evidence or immaterial relating 
thereto is tantamount to failure on the part of the respondents 
to prove the factum of the alleged death of Netaji, rendering tn 
the ali/eged dir ection fl nd/or description of the impugned Award 
as posthumous, inoperative, null and void and particularly 
lacking in any legitimate fundntion. the stand taken with regard 
to the alleged death and the alleged ashes of Netaji is totally 
inconsistent with the facts and records which are already known 
to the people and there can xt neither be any eocrroy, nor any 
question of privilege in respect of any record tmmx. touching 
upon the subject, unless of course the deposit's sole object 
is to hide out facts only to avoid wnbnrsemant for not having 
caome forward with the birth. She claim of privilege is hardly 
meant for any such situation or purpose- All allegations oontri 
to the aforesaid are denied. 

Contd. ■ .13 


24. With reference to paragraph 8 of the a*id affidavit, 

— v 

1 say that the submissions contained therein is a pretended W. 
show of bonafide to cover up the fact of deliberate non- 

► 

disclosure of the relevant records required to be produced 
under the orders of this hon'ble Court under a totally false 
and malafide claim of privilege, which is neither maintainable 
in law nor sustainable on the basis of particulars constituting 
such plea* a uch submission by itself, howsoever decorative, 
cannot convert such a plea Into bonafide or legitimate one, nor 
can such plea be maintainable either In law or in facts on 
the basis of the particulars purported to be furnished in *% 
the said affidavit. 1 say without prejudice to the aforesaid 

i mT ■ 

and assuming without admitting thar the iaid affidavit makes 

o 

out even a prims facie case warranting a claim of privilege 

v 

in respect of the records In question, this HciA'bio Court ha a 
the requisite power, authority and jurisdiction, even without 
any submission to that effect by t v n deponent, to go into the 
said recores for deciding the question of privilege and the 
respondents on whoso behalf the s-«id nff idavfc has been sought 
to be made are bound to produce such records before this 
Hobble Court for the said purpose, if this Ilon'ble requires \ 
to look, into the same for the purpose of deoiding the question 
of privilege after having the parties and after considering ±te£,j 

their affidavits on such question, Alt allegations contrary 

* 1 

to th© aforesaid are denied* 

* ' - !' 

25. Each and all allegations In the said affidavit oontrar) ; 

, * * r 

to and save as aforesaid ar© denied. 
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26. 


I submit that the said affidavit docs not constitute any 



privilege and the same is liable to b© rejected in the ends of 

Justice. It is further submitted the ttxfc in the facts and 

' I 

circumstances of the cas® this Hon'ble Court should reject the 
purported claim of privilege straught scs away in the ends of 
justice without even looking into the records sought to be 
withhold for disclosure for the purpose of deciding such 
pretended claim, which is not based on any valid pl^a against 
non-dlselasure. 

27* Statements made In foregoing paragraphs 1 to 25 
(both inclusive) are true to my knowledge, while those in 

■v 

paragraph 27 are my respectful submission before this Hon'ble 


Court. 






Solemnly affirmed before me 



I 


Commissioner. 
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IK HIE HIGH COURT AT CALCUITA 
Constitutional Wftt Jurisdiction 
( Appellate Side ) 


% 

i 

In the :catter of ? 

C.C.Ifo.6720 (W; of 1S33 ; 

And 

In the ma fcfcer of 1 

An application under Article f?26 of th« 
Constitution of India * 

And * * 

jff - 

In the raftfct^r of ! 

Eijan Ghosh 


if 


►Petitioner 




-Vs- 

Union of India & Crs* 

fie sp indents 


o 


M V dft «*, t.-ln-Unnaam^a 


'yr 


* • > 

1 * 

*, Mr* hi Jon Ghosh 

- Advoca te 
Bar Assn* Rooa No* IX 
iijgh courts Calcutta* 
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s. K. KUNDU 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 


Government of India 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat, Calcutta. 
4, K-S.Roy Road, Calcutta - j 



a ted 
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TO 

Shri V.p.Bhatia 
Undersecretary (pub.S, Vig.) 
ministry of Home Affairs, 
North Block 
Hew Delhi 110001. 


Dear sir, 


Sub: CR No.6720(w)/93 
3 ij an Ghosh 


-vs- 

Union of India & Grs 


Enclosed please find herewith the draft Affidavit- 
in-opposition on behalf of the respondent No. 5 in connection 
with the above matter. This may kindly be finalised and 
returned to us at an early date. 


j 



Enel; As above. 


Yours faithfully, 





(Appellate Side) 


• 




. C.O. Ho* 6720(W) of 1995 


i 

1 

In the matter of « 



An application under Article 226 

of the Constitution of 


India* 



And 



In the matter of 1 


< 

Versus 

*•• Added Respondent 

, 

Hnion of Indie & A*r* 

•** Respondents* 


Affidavit in Opposition for end on behalf of Beepondent Ho*^ 1 ^ 


X| V- P* (^vHVTiAr eon of late x -S^ pi t- S/h^tia 
about 50 yearn, by occupation, service, working for gain at Hew 
re Ih 1 - 1 1001 , do hereby solemnly affirm and say as follows 1- 

t* I am Wo* 5 *®«-V« 3 $ in the WmirW y of Home Affairs, 
Government of India ana am filing this Afftdavlt-in-Opposition 
for and on behalf of respondent Mo *1 herein and I am acquainted 
with the facts and circumstances of the case* 





2 % I have been duly authorised and an competent to make and 
affirm this x* affiravit on behalf of the respondent No* 1 . 


5. I have read a copy of the Affidavit of ^bri 

added respondent, (hereinafter referred to as the said affidavit 


W 


mm 






£- 


^ 0 ^ ' 


V 
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and I have understood the contents u meaning and purport thereof* 




4* That I have been advised to traverse only those allega- 
tions and/or statement of paragraphs In the same affidavit what 
are relevant and material for deciding the main Issue of the 
Instant petition* + 



M*A,' 


Sax)*- 


Save except what are matters of records and saME" 


what appears therefrom I deny each and every allegation^ made 
In the said affidavit and put the deponent to strict pro&f 


thereof • 


6* With reference to paragraphs 2 of the astd affida- 

vit^ deny and dispate^-the statements made therein save what 
are matters of records and save what appears therefrom „I n 
state that the contention of the added Respondent lc para ?. of 
the Affidavit is not correct and is denied because nothing j 
contained la the Constitution debars the G overrent from ex ten- 
ding recognition to individual acts of outstanding merit by way^ 
of 'Coders and deaerations* # in the sphere of social work, art, 
science and literature, to acts of gallantry In the battle 
field and soy other fii fields of service and to acts of cons- 
picljous devotion to duty In general* A Press Bote was issued 
by the Government of India on April 17, 196e, making It abundant) 
clear that the use of Civilian awards such as Padma Vibbuehan, 
Padaa Phuehan and Padma Sbri as titles In lettr-rjjeads, Invltatii 
-on cardB, posters, books etc, la against the scheme of the 
Government as these awards afe not titles and their use 
along with the names of Individuals Is contrary to the sprit 


of the Constitution which has abolished titles. A copy of the 

ft A 

said Press Rote is annexed herewith** *t was also emphasised In 


this Press Sots that nocivllian award should be affixed or 


W 


prefixed with the name of the awardee to give an appearance 
of a title. 

7* With reference to paragraph 5 of the said affidavit I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save Wi at are 
matters of records and eave what appears therefrom I slate that 
Civilian Awards like Bharat Ratna^ Padres Vibhusban, Padasa Bbushan 
and Fatoa Shri are not titles and this position has been clari- 
fied in the Press iiote dated April 1?, 1968, referred it to In 

\ 

para |j» above* 


■ 8. With reference to paragraph 6 of the said affidavit, 

I deqjr and dispute, the statement made therein save itoat are matt 
-ere of record and save what appears therefrom X state that the 
allegations of the added Respondent are denied* Civilian awards 
conferred by the Government of India are not titles* 



Sf* tfith reference to paragraph 8 of the said affidavit, 

I deny and dispute, the statements m&.ts therein eave that are 
matters of record end save what appears therefrom X state that 
the content! ob of the Petitioner absw about conferment of Rharat 
Batna posthumously ob Shri Rajiv Gandhi, is denied* It is also 
denied that lal Bahadur Shastrl has uot yet been conferred the 
award of Bharat Batna* T he award of Bharat Batna was conferred on tot. 
him in 1966* 

10* With reference to paragraph 9 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein* T state that ta v±*w 
fete contefetiondr of the added Respondent in para 9 are incorrect 
and are denied* i 



}) , . r-V°! r 

' 

ti 4 it 

/ 

h ! 

i 

f 


/ 
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11* With reference to paragraph 10 of the said affidavit, 

I deny and dispute, the statement made therein eave what sfe 

^ 7 

matters of record and eave Wj at appears m therefrom I state 


that the contention of a the added Respondent in para 10 

is incorrect and denied since the Government baa already accept 

-ed the findings of both the Uetaji Inquiry Committee and the 

flu} X *. ^ f * , , 

Khosle. Commission to the effect that lseta;ji filed in an aircrash 
et ^aihoku on 18th August, 1945 • It was accordingly that in 
the President »s announcement on 23*d January, 1992# the award 

was regarded as "posthumous 0 * 

£ * ^ 

<# 

12* With reference to paragraph It of the said affidavit, 

I deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are 

matters of record and save vrtaat appears therefrom I state that 

as regfirfls an investigative Inquiry stated to have been ordered 

by the then Prime Minister, Shri Chandrasekhar# no records are 

aval table in this Ministry* 

Ik 

- ^ 

In vi*w of the various documents submitted la the evidence 

and considered by the Retail Inquiry Committee/ % Thesis 

Comm lesion and in the absence of any specific cine to the 

/ 

contrary and Government having already accepted the conclusion 

that Retail died In an air- cash on 18th August, 1945# no 

useful purpose would be served by Instituting any fresh inquiry* 

V 

\ h 

13* With reference to paragraph 12 of the said affidavit* 

I deny and dispute# the statement made therein save eh at are 

matters of record and save whet appears therefrom I state that 

*y 

y* 

j 

the contentions of the added Fes pendent lh para 12 are denied. 

These are his personal views* 

14* With reference to paragraph t$ 13 of the said affidavit 

I deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what arc 


r 





J 



\ 


-Hk- 
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matters of record and save what appears therefrom I state 
that the contentions of added Peapondent in para 13 are self 
explanatory and need to comments as far as publishing a book 
namely "last Days of iiataji" and its Subsequent withdrawal 
from circulation is concerned* 

As regards the statement ra**ue by the then Prime Minister in 
the Lett Sabba en 2R.8. 78 (net en September 3, 1 97f. as con- 
tended In the petition) It is not fully quoted by the 
petitioner. Shrl Merarji Dosal also added that "no us ef ill 
purpose would be served by bavin? any further inquiry". 

This last sentence in the statement has been omitted by the 

i t t 

added Despondent, As regards the statement attributed to 
"hri Dhanisal Mandai on 11th April, 1979, it relates to 
a reply given by him when he was Minister of state 

in the Ministry of Koran Affairs to tins tarred Question Me, 

6626 in the Los ^ebba on 11th April , 1979, It was not a 
su^motu statement made in the Lotc sebh'', by shri Dhaniklal 
Mandai, as has been made out fcy the added Respondent, Howev 
-er, the matter was considered by the Government as late 
as In February, 1991 and it was decided teat since two la* 

, qulries had already been held en the disappearance of 
Ifetali and Government had already accepted that letaji died 
in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taifcetcu, no useful 
purpose would be served by holding another Inquiry, It Is 
therefore, denied that the findings and reports of fletaji 
Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission have not been acce 
-pted by Government, However, as already stated, Government 
of India has taken a decision not to jprsceed any further 
in the matter of conferment of Bfceiat *»atna on Betajl 
Suthasb Chandra Bose. In view of this position, the appreh- 
ension of the added Respondent a tout Government of India 


r- 
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bestswing the award *f Bharat ^tna en Tfetnji is unfounded. 

: ; *=t- i f - - 

15. With reference te paragraph 14 of the sold affida 
-vit, T deny and dispute, tte statement made therein save 
vh*t are antters ef record end snve/appears therefrom T 
state tbet^Ke comments, since tte findings of the Retail 
Inquiry Cemitte and the Kfcosin Sennits ian have already 
been accepted oy trie Oevernoent Of India. As "lrendy stated 
n» recerd is « vails ble in tte Ministry ef Home Affairs 
with reference te base bees tte Investigate, e In - 
quiry alleged te have been declared by the Government ef 
India beaded by shrt Cc*»ndmseehar • The Contention of 

the added Respondent tb"t the Government ef India never 
accepted the reperts and findings ef the twe Inquiry 
Commission^? net correct. 

16. wltfc reference to paragraph 14A ef the said 
affidavit , I deny and dispute, the statement cede there 
In save what are matters of record and save what appears 
therefrom I state that T$ the contention? o'" the added 
Respondent are not relevant since the Government of India 
have already accept^r.e findings of the two Cemmlssleus 
that Retail died ito an air-crash at Taihoku en 18th 
August, 1945. 

*’ 

IT. With reference to paragrapL 14B of the said 

>j r 

affidavit, I deny and dispute, the statement cade therein 
save what are matters of recerd and save what appears there 
from I state that the contentions of the added Respondent 
are immaterial in view of the fact that Government have 
already accepted that Retail died in an ''ir-err-sb at 
Talhoku en 1?tfc A.uerust, 1945. 
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With reference te paragraph 14 C, ef the 


said affidavit, T deny end dispute , the statement 

SflV« 

made therein save whet are matters ef recerd and/vhnt 
appears thereof rom I state that In view ef the Accept- 
ance ty the Government of the findings eft he Netnji In- 
quiry Committee and the Khesla Commission* reference 

to the alleged bad treatment meted ®ut te 1^* /personal 


In pest British India has no relevance to the issue relstimj 
-ag te conferment ef Bharat Rat tin en Rstajl subtag fc 


Chandra Bose. 


19. With reference ts paragraph 16 eftfce said 

* 

affidavit, I deny and dispute, the statement made there ^ 

! 

20 save what are matters ef recerd and save what appears 
therefrom I state that although the Civil Writ Petition 
Re. 90S ef1984 In the Rajasthan High Ceurt and the 
/ delivered l.e. 13th January, 1986 f are correct, the 
Judg e ment date eft he Judgement f-£ was delivered by ^pir* 
Rfcri Justice s.R. Bhargava and net by Hen'ble Rhri Justice 
Kapoor, as stated therein. Ag regards the direction te 
the Union of India, the Ministry ef External Affairs were 
required te leek into the matter ence again and axamlse all 
the available evidence Including alii the papers and ether 
materials which the petitioner (shri Rand Lai sharum) had 
claimed that he had at bis dispesal* The factual position 
lsjthnt Is was brought to the notice ef Ministry ef External 
Affairs that the petltlener had died. That Ministry Informed 
Sfarl Talekar, Ceussel ef the late Petitioner that as the 

i J 

petltlener had passed awny befere the meeting with the 
Ministry ef External Affnlrs/Ge verrjpent ef India represents 

* l ! . j - • f * 

-tlve, ne further action was calledfer on the part ef t«e 
Government ef India, since no evidence er document ef any 


r 


« r 


-i 


i- 





kind was ever produced by Shrl Sand Lai Sfcarna, the occasion 
te consider whether or not a fresh enquiry was required, 
did net arise. 







20. With reference te paragraph 1* ef the said 
affidavit, I deny and dispute, the statement made there 
in save what are matters ef recerd and save what appears 
t here fr sin I state that the eententien eft he added Res pen- 
dent a bent conferment ef Bharat Ratna on Retajl and net 
on Mahatma Gandhi Is not relevant as decision te cenfer 
Bharat Ratna en Wetaji was taken keeping in view the senti- 
ments efts the Ben* hie Members ef the Rajya Sabha during 
special mentten by Shrl Pramod Mabajan, M.P, (Rajya Sabfaa) 
en ?th August, 1991 and else In recognition ef the public 
service ef the highest order ef Metajl. 

21. with reference te paragraph 13 ef the sold 

f 

affidavit, I deny and dispute, the statement made there (tl 
s^ve v.hat are matters ef recerd and save what appears 
therefrom I state that as regards the added Respondent i * 
with reference te letter dated ??nd July, 1946 ef Khurshed 
Haereji te Louis Fischer dated 22nd July, 1946 , even 
though there is a reference te Bose, It dees net say 
conclusively that Bese was alive. 


22. With reference te paragraph 20 ef the said 

affidavit, 1 deny and dispute, the statement made there- 
in save what are matters ef recerd and save what .appears 

therefrom I stats that the contention ef the added Res- 

j no 

pendent in para 20 calls for eh comments as it has ne 
direct relation with the conferment ef award ef Bharat 
Ratna en Hetajl. 


i 
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23. with reference te paragraph 25 ef the said 

affidavit, I deny nod dispate, the statement made therein 

f i - j* \l 

save what are matters,, ef recerd and save yhst appears there' 

\ ■ • 

frem I state that the Government have accepted the findings 

■ 

v * V ... I * 

ef the Ftotaji Inquiry Caamltte and the Kfcesln Coramissien te 
the effect the Ifetnji died In an air-crash en lath August 
1945. 

*' * • * * * Jr- 

24* With reference to paragraph 26 ef the said 

affidavit , I deny and dispute, the statement made therein 
save what are matters ef recerd and save wbat appears there 
frem I state that notwithstanding Its earlier announcement 
made en 23rd January, 1992,^/nat te ta&)* any further actien 
in the matter ef conferment of Bharat Ratna en Wetajl and 
te treat the same as clesed. 

*5. With reference te paragraph 27 ef the said 

affidavit, 1 deny and dispute, the statement made made 
therein save what are matters ef record and save what appears 
^therefrom I state that the correct position is indicated 
as under against each ground »- 

I & IX» Ho comments since Bharat Hat no is not « title 
as already explained in reply to parse 2 & 6. 


Ill 


IV. 


The contention of the Petitioner is dnf ouuded and 
is denied. 


? 




In view of the position already explained in res# 
ponse to paras 10 *f^ and 25 above, ths content^ 
covered in this ground are incorrect insofar as 
non-acceptance of the reports and findings 
loiuiry Committee ( 1956 ) and Khosla Canales ion 


#-! 


9 


ir as 

of *** 


i r,A 


r 


r" 
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tam 

(1970) is concerned ( that the State has never declared hie 
a sad is aoi correct and that the third Inquiry Coaaniesi on 
was not at all ordered by the Priise Minister in 1985 and 
no auch inquiry is pending* 

V* In view of the position already stated in para 10 
above, the contention of the added Respondent under 
this ground U incorrect and as such denied* 



6. In view of the position explained in foregoing 

paragraphs , the contentions of the added Respondcntmerit 
outright rejection* It ia prayed accordingly* 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

n? H^r^nr 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


New Delhi, the 2 -(>& A/ova*,^, 

BP 

Dear Shri Kundu, 

Kindly refer to your d.o. letter No. 15/B/Home/93/ 736/678 A 
dated 19th November, 1993, regarding C.O. No. 6720(W)/93 ~ Bijan 
Ghosh Vs. Union of India and others. 



BY FAX — / y 
D.O. No“ 1/27/91-Public 






V.P. BHATIA 

UNDER SECRETARY(PUB.&VIG.) 
PHONE: 301 2421 


2. A copy of the Affidavit-in-Opposition filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh 
against the affidavit claiming privilege from production of relevant 
records filed by Shri N.N. Vohra, Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs 
has been gone through carefully. As desired, the parawise comments 
thereon have been prepared and the same are sent herewith with the 
request that the affidavit-in-reply may be drafted at your earliest 
and the same duly settled by Shri R.N, Das, Senior Panel Counsel 
returned to this Ministry by FaxlFax No. 011 30157501 or alternatively 
by speed post so that the same could be filed before the case appears 
for hearing on 6th December, 1993. Incidentally, I am desired to 
request you to Indicate whether the affidavit-in-opposition filed by 
the writ petitioner at all needs any formal filing of affidavit-in-reply 
as it is felt that the same can be countered at the time of arguments. 
This point may also kindly be clarified. 


3. As regards the Affidavit-ln-Opposition on behalf of Respondent 
No. 1 i.e. Secretary in the Ministry of Home Affairs in response to 
affidavit of Shri Sushant Kumar Mitra added Respondent No. 5 which 
hasr been sent by you to this Ministry duly settled by Shri R.N. 

Das vide your letter No. 15/B/Home/93/737/679 A dated 19-11-93* Yjecessaiy 
follow-up action is underway and the same will be sent to you along 
with usual spare copies well in time for filing in the Hon'bie High 
Court at Calcutta. 

4. It is requested that the affidavit-in-reply duly settled on the , 
basis of parawise comments sent with this communication may be attended 

to on Top-priority basis. 
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Shri S.K. Kundu, 

Central Government Advocate, 

Ministry of Law & Justice, 

(Department of Legal Affairs), 

Branch Secretariat, 4, K.S, Roy Road, 
* Calcutta - 700 001. 

(Fax wo. 03 J 24852L5) 

fe 


BY SPEED POST 



Copy along with a copy of the parawise comments also fowarded 
to Shri R.N. Das, Senior Panel Counsel, Calcutta High Court, 88, 
Chowrangee Road, Calcutta, with the request that the affidavit 
in reply may kindly be settled at your earliest convenience 
and return to the undersigned to enable the same being 
filed before the Hon'ble High Court at Calcutta well before 
the date of next hearing i.e. 6th December, 1993. As 
already stated above, it is for your kind consideration 
whether any formal affidavit-in-reply is required to be 
filed with reference to the Affidavit-in-Opposition filed 
by Shri Bijan Ghosh against the affidavit filed by Home 
Secretary claiming privilege. 



(V.P. BHATIA) 

Under Secretary to the Government of India 

Phone: 301 2421 
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PARAWISE COMMENTS IN RESPECT OF AFFIDAVIT-IN-OPPOSITION 
FILED BY SHRI BIJAN GHOSH: 


Paras 1 to 3: Require no comments. 

Para 4 : As already averred in the affidavit-in-opposition 

in response to the writ petition and supplementary 
application etc. filed by the petitioner, the 
contentions now made out in para 4 are without 
any merit and are denied. 

Para 5 (a) : The contentions of the petitioner are uncalled 

for as the affidavit has been affirmed properly 
and in accordance with law. 

Para 5(b) to Ifte contentions of the Petitioner are emphatically 

(g) 

denied. The order of the Hon'ble Court to 
produce the relevant records has been considered 
very carefully. The regions for withholding 
permission to produce the records are stated 
clearly in the affidavit of the Secretary, Ministry 
of Home Affairs. 


Para 

5 ( h&i ) 

: The claim of 

privilege is in 

accordance 

with 



the provisions 

of Sections 123 

& 124 of 

the 



Evidence Act 

read with Article 74(2) of 

the 



Constitution of 

India, and has 

been made 

after 



due application 

of mind. 



Para 

5(j) 

: Th e contention s 

of the Petitioner 

are emphatically 



denied in view 

of the position 

already stated 


in reply to para 5 (a) to (g). 

Para 6 : The contentions of the Petitioner are unfounded 

and misconceived. The claim of privilege has 
been made with due regard to the legal and Constitutional 
provisions. Further, the claim of privilege has 
been made only after due application of mind and 
with reference to the contents of the relevant 
records. 

Para 7 : The contentions of the Petitioner are emphatically 

denied . 
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Para 8 : 

No comments are necessary in view of what has 

already been stated earlier* 

Para 9 : 

The position taken by the Petitioner is wrong 

and merits outright rejection. 

Para 1 0 : 

Calls for no comments* 

Para 11 : 

The submission of the Petitioner in para 11 is 

totally out of place as in para 1 of the said affidavit, 

a reference has been made to the order of the 

Hon ! ble Court for the production of all the records 

pertaining to the declaration of the award of Bharat 

Ratna posthumously to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose* 

Para 12 : 

The contention of the Petitioner is frivolous. 

Para 13 : 

The contentions of the Petitioner are misconceived. 

Para 14 : 

The allegations of the Petitioner are baseless and 

incompetent. 


Paras 15&16:The contentions of the Petitioner with reference 



to para 5 of the affidavit are his own presumptions 

and are not based on factual knowledge about the 

relevant records, notes and minutes by officers 

and Ministers on files, and papers submitted to 

Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs and its 

decision thereon , 

Para 17 : 

The contentions of the Petitioner are not based 

Para 18 : 

on factual knowledge of the relevant records and 

and 

their contents^ are denied. 

The contentions of the Petitioner are entirely miscon-* 

ceived . 

Para 19 : 

The findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) 

and of the Khosla Commission as also the statement 

of the former Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai 

made in Parliament in the year 1978, were fully 

known to the Government while declaring the award 

of Bharat Ratna posthumously 1 to Netaji Subhas 

Chandra Bose on 23rd January, 1992. The matter 

« 

...3/- 
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was considered by the Government later in February, 
1991 and it was decided that since two inquiries 
had already been held on the disappearance of 
Netaji, and Government had already accepted that 
Netaji died in an aircrash on 18th August, 1945 
at Taihoku, no useful purpose would be served 
by holding another inquiry. In view of this position 
the contentions of the Petitioner are mis-conceived , 
unfounded and without any basis. It is further 
denied that the claim of privilege is a myth, 

Para 20 : It is true that some Members of Parliament had 

raised the matter of conferring the award of Bharat 
Ratna on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, However, 
the process of giving an award is not as simple 
as that. All related considerations have to be 
taken into account by Government. The process 
of decision taking at the highest level has also 
to be gone through. As regards the claim of privilege 
with reference to the records relating to the 
declaration of Bharat Ratna 'posthumously 1 to Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose, the position has already 
been stated in response to the Petitioners contentions 
in earlier paragraphs, 

Para 21 : The matter of production of relevant records has 

been considered very carefully before claiming 
privilege under Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence 
Act read with Article 74(2) of the Constitution 
of India, 

Para 22 ; The contentions of the Petitioner are frivolous 
and are denied, 

Para 23 : The contentions of the Petitioner are denied inasmuch 

as the Note for the Cabinet Committee on Political 
Affairs on the subject of the dispute regarding 

• • , 4 / ~ 



the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose and also 

the controversy whether he is dead or alive and 

the decision of the Cabinet Committee thereon are 

covered under Article 74(2) of the Constitution 

of India read with Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence 

Act . 

Para 24 : 

In view of the production of the records for perusal 

by the Hon'ble Court for satisfying itself about 

the bonafides and genuineness of the plea of privilege, 

the contentions of the Petititioner do not call for 

Para 25 : 

any comments. 

The contentions of the Petitioner are unfounded 

and in view of what is already stated above call 

Para 26 : 

for no specific comments. 

Court 

The Hon'ble 7 can peruse the records for satisfying 

itself about the bonafides and genuineness of the 

plea of privilege . 

Para 27 : 

Requires no comments. 

2. 

In view of the submissions made in the foregoing 


paragraphs, the contentions of the Petitioner in this affidavit- 
in-opposition are mis-conceived, unfounded and without any 
merit and deserve to be rejected outright. It is, therefore, 
prayed accordingly. 


\ 
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pPlftPiWlSE CuMtntHTS ^Espstr tr?- 

AFFIDAVIT-IN -OPPOSITION FILED BY SHRI BIJAN 
GHOSH: 


3* 


Paras 1 to 3: Require no comments* 

/*» ^ - ■ 

Para 4 As already averred./ the affidavit-in -opposition 

iM r*LS p'E»in£ 

/to the writ petifcbn and supplementary application 
etc- filed by the petitioner, the contentions 
made out in para 4 are without any merit 

AV<- 

and^ denied * 

Para 5(cQ The contentions of the petitioner are uncalled 
for as the affidavit has been 


etitioner are uncalled 
a m e n g- ( 









aii jeaqaijMd fo c aadte tgE' juj. A&J&t-**' 



^.Lm^ 



■b 

The contentions of the petition^ are emphatically 

— - 

denied a* fhe dtr a ai t^n of the Hon 1 ble Court 

UP 

to produce relevant records has been ajtfmi ino d= 

K 

very carefully^^ed — sinee — the — -said — -jfreeords 
are covered under the provisions/Sf Sections 
123 & 124 of the Evidence Ac/as also Article 
74(2) of the Constitution /of India t / It is 
only after proper satisfaction of / Secretary 
in the Ministry Home Affairs f /#ho is Head 
of the Department and is in Control of and 
also inchapge of its records ifhat this privilege 
has-bee n/ claimed _ by^j?ltn * 

Para 5 CO/ In view of the position stated m response 
\ / 

to the contentions of the petitioner in para 

5(b\. above s no further clarification /justification 

for claiching privilege in the /matter of p^pduction 

of records ^ called for// even while claiming 




privilege from 


luction of records, relating 


to declaration of award of'Fijiarat Ratna posthumously 

i> *** *<*■/>'*£« tty -f&Zt- 

to Netaji Subhas Chandra BosV,/ the said records 

are being made /available to the Ttop'ble Court 

for perusal /ind for satisfying itself >bput 

bonafides and genuineness of the plea of the 
privilege. 


. 21 - 
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'&&&? The contention of the ^Petitioner is his own inter pretatiop as 


losure' of the reEor^at^would cause injury 
that public interest would 2s ufier^trereby; 


jyr 


fairs <u ',%o paras 
(d )&te)need no 


In view of the 


plained 


ras 


ex 


5 cw*«y 


the 


in 


paras 


Para 5 claim of privilege is in accordance with the provisions 

of Sections 123 St 124 of the Evidence Act read with Article 

fpm ftlft taoft has been 

; 

made after due application of mind. 


74(2) of the Constitution of India and 


k '*,* ST 


Para 5 (i) The contentions of the Petitioner are emphatically denied in 

hJXL 

view of the position already stated in JssepafiSe to para 5 

<fi) tpf£2 . 

/ fe — vi e w — of — the — cat e gorical — assertion — that — the— decision — to claim gjfa 

r\ ru2g*-r^t T 


6 

Para 6 


prxv 




ivilege ^ 


legal and Constitutional 


institutional 

X , {jtiJL 

after due application or mind and 


to the contents of the records 

/ 

l ir sofeBaS 




an rP'-mofeirated- 


Para 7 


The contention^ of the Petitioner p 

by — of — filing — an — affidavit — io iioed — ars — a — w eapon — by th e 

in a * — the — judicial — process - — is— not — c o rrec t — a-nd— 


emphatically denied in — view — ©f — the- — position — stated in para 


This 


just 


the claim 


the 


above 


reiteration of the Petitioner 1 s contention ajjout 

further comments since 
response to paras 

The position taken by the Petitioner is grregfr and merits 

outrigh t rejection , 

Calls for no comments. 

The submission of the Petitioner in para 11 is totally out 
of place as in para 1 of the said affidavit, a reference has 


./ 3 


Para 12 
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been made to the order of the Hon 1 ble Court for the production 
of all the records pertaining to the declaration of the award 
of Bharat Ratna posthumously to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
Nsede — no eom men lb since the deponent TsCTSc^ — Secretar-y to 



th^,J3o^rnrnejyT oiStndTaT in the Minisjpy of 





“Affairs and 


e deponent appe^M^Cio be 


there— ie---nothing- - to 

J^c£etar-y- 4o the Gov er nm eh India , Ministry o|^Home Affairs . 
The contentions of the Petitioner are cuuipletefcy mis-conceived ^ 



Needs — no---^wfBents~ae“-4his -Petitioner-^ - own - in terpr^atio n 

about the^r ecorda^in -question-. — 




on 


Paras 15&I6 With ref e r e nce t o p ai , agiayIi 3~IT~^~T6~ uf th e - tt f4i^a^4fe=ifl-^€>^pe3it±oir 
~"$Te contentions of the Petitioner with reference to para 5 
of the affidavit are his own presumptions and are not based 
factual knowledge about the relevant records, notes 

papers 

submitted to Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs and its 
decision thereon. . r 

The contention of the Petitioner in — -para — 1 Z — of — 

factual knowledge 


and minutes by officers and Ministers on files and 

) 


Para 17 


of the relevant records and their contents and a-fl — ttr'F'- 

'Z' ) 


Para 18 




Ct 1 





are denied, 

contention of the Petitioner that by claiming privilege 
spect of the records relating fo the declaration of Bharat 
Ratna \posthumously to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, greatest 
harm wili^be done to the proems of administration of justice 

blic importance f 


m a case inv 

t *- /> 

is unfounded 


grave national issues of 
emphatically denied. £he executive has 


utmost regard for the\ludiciary and in /compliance with its 
directions ; only those records about which the Secretary to 
the Government of India in th&x Ministry of Home Affairs is 
satisfied that their disclosure would i&ause injury to the public 


interest and are also covered undei/ the provisions of sections 


. . 4 / “ 


1 
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(2) the 



123 & 124 of, 
titution 

Para 19 - With — ref e ren ce — to — the — contents ’ — of —para "W" of the affidavit - 

in -o p posit ion now — filed— b y - t he — Petitioner^. ~£he findings of 

the Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) and^he Khosla Commission 

e thea Prime Mini: 


as also the statement of the 


Minister, Shri Morarji 




L"f^, 

(p£ 






Desai made in Parliament in the year 1978 ^rgye^-at r e ftdy- - been- 
tg k p n into- account-,/ while declaring the award of Bharat Ratna 

posthumously* to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose on 23rd January, 

* 

1992 . Mttek — after — the— so-ca±ied— statement — of — -Shri — fresal io 
msr fhe matter was considered by the Government n i 1 nk» 
as- in February ^ 1991 and it was decided that -s4rnee^±w.tx inqutrie a 
had already been held on the disappearance of Netaji and 

* y 

Government had already accepted that Netaji died in an aircrash 
on 18th August, 1945 at Taihoku, no useful purpose would 
be served by holding another inquiry. In view of this position 
the contentions of the petitioner are mis -conceived, unfounded 
and without any basis. It is further denied that the claim 
of privilege is a myth. 


Para 20 


’W i th — refei eUL-g- 


the — Wrtf F fentlbua u f- fhe--F^r t iQft4g- ' -= tg^pdra 

C- 


/ kJi & 





| yY H * i J paragraphs. 




J 

^2 0 of th e af f i Havi — white At is Admitted that 
jkhere was a — popular — d e n^ a^d^^rcgD some Members of Parliamerrt^ 

4 his — was — ornty — one — -of — rolaft o d conoid oration d 

% 

for — ifau— Gey ernm e trt — to Trome* to — a- con elusion — for — i eeonmiendlng 

- /n ^4 f t //s TZfM-tU V4 C 

a _ pa r tirjI l_aji* of privilege with reference to the records 

relating to the declaration of Bharat Ratna 1 posthumously 1 
to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, the position has already been 
stated in response to the Petitioner *s contentions in earlier 


Para 2 1 


Y vfi/r 




T he contention of the Pefi tfonui*— — ref e r e n ce — to - th e— recor d s 
relating — to — the- — -declaratio n o f— Bharat- — Ratna — posthumously^ to 

Netaji, t h $re jfi no* hia fi-^ l 1T ^h ft r» ?H<sl th-aA "pie matter relaiiRg 

relevant records has been considered very carefully before 
claiming privilege under Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence 






Para 22 
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Act read with Article 74(2) of the Constitution of India. 

With — reference to tfre eonteirtione — oi - - -the — Eetitiorier- in — 
of- ™ the" “ affidav i t-rrr-op position-p the very fact that the 


■ / l i, 'f^i^^Government of India have decided /not to proceed any further 

z 



Para 23 


Para 24 


in the matter of conferment of / Bharat Ratna to Netaji and to 
treat the matter as closed, /the same are frivolous and need 
no comments* If is further reiterated that the correspondence 
between the Ministry of Home Affairs and the wife and daughter 
of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose regarding the said award are 
very much covered under the provisions of Sections 123 & 
of the Evidence Act* 

The contentions of the Petitioner m — para -2-3 — 

denied inasmuch as the Note for the Cabinet 
Committee on Political Affairs on the subject of the dispute 
regarding the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose and also 
the controversy whether he is dead or alive and the decision 
of the Cabinet Committee thereon are covered under Article 
74(2} of the Constitution of India read with sections 123 & 
124 of the Evidence Act* 

In view of the production of the records for perusal by the 
Hon’ble Court for satisfying itself about the bonafide^ and 
genuineness of the plea of privilege, the contentions of the 
Petitioner do not call for any □penai-frio comments* 


Para 25 


The contentions of the Petitioner ift — par a — 2-5 — erf — the — 

are unfounded and in view of ^he — a v e r m ents - in — 


-prttceding--psH?agHf , aphs call for no specific comments. 

Para 2 6 




\JJ* 


T4**- 

a f\n 

-contentions of-the— F o t i 



th»- 

— reoo-rd-s- 

an cauy yeen suk/iuiubcu 

—in question — are — being— 

uy uic 

-produced 

— fer — perusal * of 


Para 2 7 

2 . 


TSk. Hon*ble Court for satisfying itself about the bonafides 
and genuineness of the plea of privilege. 

Requires no comments* 

In view of the submissions made in the foregoing paragraphs 


If c r 


tM> 
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the contentions of the Petitioner in this affidavit -in -opposition are mis- 
conceived , unfounded and without any merit and deserve to be rejected 
outright. It is, therefore, prayed accordingly. 


DISTRICT : CALCUTTA 


/M 


IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION 
(APPELLATE SIDE) 


C.O. NO. 6720(W) of 1993 
IN THE MATTER OF: 

An application under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

AND 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

DR. SUSANTA KUMAR MITRA ... ADDED RESPONDENT 

VERSUS 

UNION OF INDIA & ANR. ... RESPONDENTS 

AFFIDAVIT IN OPPOSITION FOR AND ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT 

NO. 1. 

I, V.P. Bhatia, son of late Shri M.L. Bhatia aged about 
50 years, by occupation, service, working for gain at New 
Delhi- 110001, do hereby solemnly affirm and say os follows: - 

1. I am Under Secretary in the Ministry of Home Affairs, 
Government of India and am filing this Affidavit-in-Opposition 

for and on behalf of Respondent No. 1 herein and I am acquairite d 
with the facts and circumstances of the case. 

2. I have been duly authorised and am competent to make 
and affirm this affidavit on behalf of the Respondent No.l. 

3. I have read a copy of 'the Affidavit of Dr. Susanta Kumar 
Mitra, Added Respondent, (hereinafter referred to as the said 
affidavit) and I have understood the contents, meaning and 
purport thereof. 

4. That I have been advised to traverse only those allegations 
and/or statement of paragraphs in the said affidavit what are 
relevant and material for deciding the main issue of the instant 
petition. Save and except what are matters of recoru'a-nd save 

and except what have been specifically admitted herein I deny and 

\ 

\ 
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dispute all allegations and contentions in the remaining paragraphs. 

5. Save and except what are matters of records and save 
what appears therefrom 1 deny each and every allegation made 

in the said affidavit and put the deponent to strict proof thereof. 

6. With reference to paragraph 2 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute the statements made therein save what are matters 
of records and save what appears therefrom. I state that the 
contention of the added Respondent in para 2 of the said Affidavit is 
not correct and is denied because nothing contained in the Constitution 
debars the Government from extending recognition to individual 
acts of outstanding merit by way of 'Orders and decorations’, in 
the sphere of social work, art, science and literature, to acts 
of gallantry in the battle field and any other fields of service 
and to acts of conspicuous devotion to duty in general. A Press 
Note was issued by the Government of India on April 17,1968, making 
it abundantly clear that the use of Civilian awards such as Padma 
Vibhushan, Padma Bhushan and Padma Shri as titles in letterheads, 
invitation cards, posters, books etc. is against the scheme of Uie 
overnment as these awards are not titles and their use along with 
} names of individuals is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution 
ich has abolished titles. A copy of the said Press Note is 
nnexed herewith as Anriexure-A. It was also emphasised in this 
Press Note that no civilian award should be affixed or prefixed 
with the name of the awardee to give an appearance of a title. 

7. With reference to paragraph 5 of the said affidavit I deny 
and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of records and save what appears therefrom I state that Civilian 
Awards like Bharat Ratna, Padma Vibhushan, Padma Bhushan and 
Padma Shri are not titles and this position has been clarified in 
the Press Note dated April 17, 1968, referred to in para 6 above. 

8. With reference to paragraph 6 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the allegations 
of the added Respondent are denied. Civilian awards conferred 
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by the Government of India are not titles. 

9. With reference to paragraph 8 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statements made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom 1 state that the* contention 
of the Petitioner about conferment of Bharat Ratna posthumously 
on Shri Rajiv Gandhi , is denied. It is also denied that Lai Bahadur 
Shastri has not yet been conferred the award of Bharat Ratna. 

The award of Bharat Ratna was conferred on him in 1966. 

10 • With reference to paragraph 9 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein* 1 state that the 
contentions of the added Respondent in para 9 are incorrect and 
are denied. 

11. With reference to paragraph 10 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom 1 state that the contention 
of the added Respondent in para 10 is incorrect and denied since 
the Government has already accepted the findings of both the Netaji 

ry Committee and the Khosla Commission to the effect that 
died in an aircrash at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945, It 
cordingly that in the President's announcement on 23rd January, 
the award was regarded as '* posthumous 11 . 

12. With reference to paragraph 11 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that as regards 
a n investigative inquiry stated to have been ordered by the then 
Prime Minister, Shri Chandrasekhar, no records are available in 
this Ministry , 

In view of the various documents submitted in the evidence and 
considered by the Netaji Inquiry Committee/ Khosla Commission 
and in the absence of any specific clue to the contrary and Government 
having already accepted the conclusion that Netaji died in an air-* 
crash on 18th August, 1945, no useful purpose would be served 
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by instituting any fresh inquiry* 

13, With reference to paragraph 12 of the said affidavit, 1 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom 1 state that the contentions 
of the added Respondent in para 12 are denied. These are his 
per onal views. 


14* With reference to paragraph 13 of the said affidavit, 1 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
„ of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the contentions 
of added Respondent in para 13 are self explanatory and need no 
comments as far as publishing a book namely 11 Last Days of Netaji" 
and its subsequent withdrawal from circulation is concerned. 

As regards the statement made by the then Prime Minister in the 
Lok Sabha on 28.8.78 (not on September 3, 1978 as contended in 
V' ' the petition) it is not fully quoted by the petitioner. Shri Morarji 

Desai also added that "no useful purpose would be served by having 



ly further inquiry". This last sentence in the statement has been 
Gutted by the added Respondent. As regards the statement attributed 


a 




JfSH Ohaniklal Mandal on 11th April, 1979, it relates to a reply 
ren by him when he was Minister of State in the Ministry of 
Home Affairs to Unstarred Question No. 6626 in the Lok Sabha on 
11th April, 1979. It was not a suo motu statement made in the 
Lok Sabha, by Shri Dhaniklal Mandal, as has been made out by 
the added Respondent. However, the matter was considered by 



-c 



the Government as late as in February, 1991 and it was decided 
that since two inquiries had already been held on the disappearance 
of Netaji and Government had already acceepted that Netaji died 

in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku, no useful purpose 
would be served by holding another inquiry. It is, therefore, 

denied that the findings and reports of Netaji Inquiry Committee 

and Khosia Commission have not been accepted by Government. 
However, as already stated, Government of India has taken a decision 
not to proceed any further in the matter of conferment of Bharat 
Ratna on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. In view of this position, 
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the apprehension of the added Respondent about Government of India 
bestowing the award of liharat Ratna on Netaji is unfounded. 

15. With reference to paragraph 14 of the said affidavit, 1 
deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that it needs 
no comments, since the findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee 
and the Khosla Commission have already beeen accepted by the 
Government of India. As already stated no record is available 
in the Ministry of Home Affairs with reference to the investigative 
inquiry alleged to have been declared by the Government of India 
headed by Shri Chandrasekhar. The contention of the added Respondent 
that the Government of India never accepted the reports and findings 
of the two Inquiry Commissions is not correct. 

16. With reference to paragraph 14A of the said affidavit, 
I deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are 
matters of record and save what appears therefrom 1 state that 
the contentions of the added Respondent are not relevant since the 

arnment of India have already aoreptod the findings of the two 


lesions that Netaji died in an air-crash at Taihoku on 18th 




With reference to paragraph 14B of the said affidavit, 
deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the contentions 
of the added Respondent are immaterial in view of the fact that 
Government have already accepted that Netaji died in an air-crash 
at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945. 

18. With reference to paragraph 14C,D & E of the said affidavit, 

1 deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom 1 state that in view 
of the acceptance by the Government of the findings of the Netaji 
Inquiry Committee and the Khosla Commission, the reference to 
the alleged bad treatment meted out to INA personnel in post British 
India has no relevance to the issue relating to conferment of Bharat 
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Ratna on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

19. With reference to paragraph 16 of the said affidavit, I 
deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that although 
the Civil Writ Petition No. 902 of 1984 in the Rajasthan High Court 

and the date of the judgement delivered i.e. 18th January , 1986, 

<# 

are correct, the same was delivered by Shri Justice S.N. Bhargava 
and not by Hon'ble Shri Justice Kapoor, as stated therein. As 
regards the direction to the Union of India, the Ministry of External 
Affairs were required to look into the matter once again and examine 
all the available evidence including all the papers and other materials 
which the Petitioner (Shri Nand Lai Sharma) had claimed that he 
had at his disposal. The factual position is that it was brought 
to the notice of Ministry of External Affairs that the Petitioner 
had died. That Ministry informed Shri Talekar, Counsel of the 
late Petitioner that as the petitioner had passed away before the 
eeting with the Ministry of External Affairs /Government of India 
esentative, no further action was called for on the part of 
Government of India. Since no evidence or document of any 
was ever produced by Shri Nand Lai Sharma, the occasion 
consider whether or not a fresh enquiry was required, did not 
arise. 

20. With reference to paragraph 17 of the said affidavit, I 
deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the contention 
of the added Respondent about conferment of Bharat Ratna on Netaji 
and not on Mahatma Gandhi is not relevant as decision to confer 
Bharat Ratna on Netaji was taken keeping in view the sentiments 
of the Hon'ble Members of the Rajya Sabha during special mention 
by Shri Pramod Mahajan, M.P. (Rajya Sabha) on 7th August, 1991 
and also in recognition of _the public service of the highest order 
of Netaji. 

/* 4 ’">t\ 

21. With refedfeticV. . t^qJaragVdph 19 of the said affidavit, I 


/ < , 

With referjteftce,. ^tcf^^ragVUph 






. 5 


deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom X state that as regards 
the added Respondents contention with reference to letter dated 
22nd July, 1946 of Khurshed Naoroji to Louis Fischer dated 22nd 
July, 1946, even though there is a reference to Bose, it does 
not say conclusively that Bose was alive. 

22. With reference to paragraph 20 of the said affidavit, I 
deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the contention 
of the added Respondent in para 20 calls for no comments as it 
has no direct relation with the conferment of award of Bharat Ratna 
on Netaji. 


23. 



With reference to paragraph 25 of the said affidavit, I 


^-Sideny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
record and save what appears therefrom I state that the Government 
ave accepted the findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and 

SZ>Hhe Khosla Commission to the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash 
on 18th August, 1945# 

24. With reference to paragraph 26 of the said affidavit, I 

i 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 
of record and save what appears therefrom I state that notwithstanding 
its earlier announcement made on 23rd January, 1992, the Government 
have decided not to take any further action in the matter of conferment 
of Bharat Ratna on Netaji and to treat the same as closed, 

25. With reference to paragraph 27 of the said affidavit, I 

deny and dispute, the statement made therein save what are matters 

of record and save what appears therefrom I state that the correct 
position is indicated as under against each ground 


I & II: No comments since Bharat Ratna is not a title as already 
explained in reply to paras 2 & 6# 

III The contention of the Petitioner is unfounded and is denied* 

In view of the position already explained in response to 
paras 10 and 25 above, the contents covered in this ground 


IV, 
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V. 





are incorrect insofar as non-acceptance of the reports and 
findings of Netaji Inquiry Committee ( 1956) and Khosla 

Commission (1970) is concerned; that the State has never 
declared him dead is not correct and that the third Inquiry 
Commission was not at all ordered by the Prime Minister 
in 1985 and no such inquiry is pending. 

In view of the position already stated in para 10 above, 
the contention of the added Respondent under this ground 
is incorrect and as such denied. 

In view of the position explained in foregoing paragraphs, 
the contentions of the added Respondent merit outright rejection, 
is prayed accordingly, that the Writ Petition is not mainlaiuable 
should be rejected. 

That the Statements made in paragraphs 1 to 5 above are 
to my knowledge, those made in paragraphs 6 to 25 above 
true to my information which I believe to be true and the 
rest are my submissions before this Hon'ble Court. 


26. 


DEPONENT 


m 


I 

-\ 4 * 

•I 


1 


it 

jyt 


VERIFICATION; 

I, the above named deponent, do hereby verify the contents 

of the above affidavit as true and correct to my knowledge based 
on the official records pertaining to the matter and that no part 
of it is false and nothing material is concealed therefrom. 

Verified at New Delhi on 1->4. December, 1993. 


Solemnly affirmed and signed before me by the 
deponent who is personally known to me on this 
the day of December, 1993 at my office at 


- 'ir 

„ ho 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
PRESS INFORMATION BUREAU 


PRESS NOTE 

The attention of the Union Home Ministry has been 
drawn to the practice of using Civilian Awards such as 
Padma Vibhushan, Padma Bhushan and Padma Shri as titles in 
letter heads, invitation cards, posters, books, etc* The 
awards are not titles and their use along with the names of 
individuals is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution, 
which has abolished titles* It is, therefore, desirable 
that no Civilian Award should be affixed or prefixed with the 
name of the awardee to give an appearance of a title* 


Union Ministry of Home Affairs 

New Delhi, Chaitra 28, 1890/Aprll 17, 1968. 


( Article 18 of the Constitution of India says * 

(lJ "No titles, not being a military or academic distinctions,- 
shall be conferred by the State! (2J No citizen of India shall 
accept any title from foreign State* (3) No person who is not 
a citizen of India shaii, while he holds any office of profit 
or trust under the State, accept without the consent of the 
President any title from any foreign State. • •"J* 
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S* K. KLM3U 

. " . 1AL GOVT i AD VOGAJE 


... 
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Government of India 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat* Calcutta" 
4, K.S^Rcy Road, Calcutta - i 

Dated 9th Decemb er* 1 993 


C 

Shzi L.EUSiOate, 

EH rector (0 *lM/VIG) 
Ministry of Home Affairs* 
North Block, 

New Delhi liUQQl 

FAX ND.C11 3015750 


Dear Sir* 


C.O*to. 67?0(w)/93 
Big an Ghosh 
~ -vs- 

Union of India & Anz* 


Please find enclosed herewith the serox copy of fck 
nla ; n copy of the order dated 6th December, 1993 passed 
jiTtfae above mentioned Cose, Please note that a dr«f* Afi 
v it- in- reply has been forwarded by SPEED POST by a ferwar 
1 ~ u .. r fit -2nd DeceitihPT. 1993* P 3- ease also note that we n 
not received any other copy of supplementary anicavU 
Yj V a ny other person except those which have been rorwar.^ 

to you already* 


Hncl: xerox copy of the 
plain copy of the 
order dt«6*l?»93£ 






W 

fc * * V ! 






\v^ * y- 

v ^ \ ,* 

r£~ S' < r /i i \s*\ 



..9 


cl<‘ J 


u 


y; 

^ Hf 







Youxs faithfully* 




( s 





cr^r* tocu 


CLH OL^ 


In re * Bij* n Ghosh 


De ■: ijjfewX 

1993 




Hx. Bijen Ghosh **# Petitiener (In person) 

Mr* Altai Ahmed 
Mr. ft* N. Das, ' 

Air* Sutanta Kundu 

Mx» P* PjXaic«*w^r»n , *"for Union of India 

Mr* Aaiya Nath B*## .* H*sper>d»nt n*.**3 (In persen) 

Mr. Fartna 

Mr* Axuruva Oissh *. fer fle spenoe..,. .... 

Mr, Nig am Chalcxaberty 

Miss Arundhutl Mukherjee-. fer Kespondent ns, 5 

* * * * 

Prof* £a»ax Guha * • In person 


A 


. >U* iijen Ghesh, petitiener appearing in person 

* * 

files an application for amendment up?n notice t* the 
ether side* Mr* C.ltaf Ahmed, Learned Additions T 
Sel ici ter Genera t u >f India submits en heh*; 

*f Indie that the application fer amendment -iled by 
the petitioner may be allowed by the Ceurt subject 
the ebjectlen th*t may be taken at the t! of 1 • n« 
hearing* 

* In that view ef the Matter, the eppJ 

amendment incorporating fre$h pray ers, is a ' • 

subject to the obje*tlen that may be taken at th* 
ef ***** hearing* <*' 

I»xJtiuitKxAimxx*ixikexsss3tJi*Jtrx*h*K»ppiitd*ii^i 

Unien ef India will file the ceunterw affidavit | 

d». "*g wit the allegatiens mad« in the amended 

p .tltUh , 8*1.94, reply t. stich counter-affidavit 

if -there be any, t* hr filed by 10*1*94. 1 . 

u+ t matter appear In the list as p-rt-b nerd ^ 

MW* W « i? n *° ,U 

jt ii .ubmitto. by «r. Ahflied - m 

Additional **Ucitbr G.n**»l *i ir.di.* *h»t *t»n i» 1 » 
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ne notification with rogerai te thr Kheala Cemmiaftion'a 

r« c osune r*i «* t A #•? and *s such * the *jid u»tlf ic«i,l*n 

* ^ * 

cannot he produced in Court;. Zt is further submitted ; . 
by hits that, n* n«tif ioitisn with ragaxd t« conferring 

v _ 

**herat Ratru * to Notaji Subhas Chandra #es<* w«« issued 

i , : 

Theref or*g the paid netliicecxe" >-•*.- l ^ 

produced bofore tho Court. Copy of the Pies - ss .:* 
issued by the FU: ;pa- • *b# n 1 3*n 

> 

supplied '■■** the parties. v . Ahrtr* : **d add! lioneJL 

Solicitor General sis* eu 1 its Lh$t % decision c > 
confer *®h*ral Ratna* to Retail poslhu»«U»ly as 
ac/pearing f res the Press communique 

L«ar f -sd Additional solicits* 
directed to produce the decision taken -t* e .*^ -> - 

dote of heeling i.e. •V^* * u!r > 
privilege already “«d« to ‘/ th<f r ?* p * r5 
indie will els* disclose by placing r **« - 
as to ahat led the Geverreaent t* review i' * 

g.ci.Wn and t. take a f««h decision . 

.• S uppl«tt»ntjxy alt Waif Its and all »th*.r 1 

affidavit* Iliad in Couil xadj> »>• k.pt «Jtn *"• $ 

records ' / . 

' ut - P Wln «P* •« Oa. .W« **»V 

, ia «d by th. R«iat,.r '«*«*) >" 

laarna' «" O- ***«• S " th * 1 

usual ^rtakln*. t. apply .« and attain cattiliad 
copy 1 ef ** J * •* ,frt9 ' 








s&- h~" s %. . -■ 

{ shyi'asl Komar S»n, AJ* ; 
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High Court directive on Netaji 

’ \ . By Our Legal Reporter 


j r R Justice Shy am al Kumar 
-!■ ^Sen of Calcutta High Court 1 
on Monday directed the Central* 
Government to produce relevant 
records and disclose what* had 
led it to review its own decision 
to confer Bharat Ratna on Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose and to 
treat the matter as "closed' 1 . 

Netajl's nephew* Mr Amiya 
Nath Bose, prayed for an order 
directing the Central Govern* 
ja&nt to request the Speaker of 
the Lok Sabha to set up a Joint 
Parliamentary Committee to in- 
quire and find out what had 
happened to Netaji after July, 
1946. Such a committee would 
be the moat suitable body to as- 
certain where, when and in 
what circumstances Netaji died, 
if In fact, he was dead. The peo- ' 
pie of India had a right to know 
it if 

Ld a supplementary affidavit 
Mr Bose stated that Pandit 
Nehru had written to him say- 
ing: “I agree with you that some- 
thing should be done to finalize 
the question of Netaji’s death"* 

In November* -1949, Mr Bose 
said, "We started hearing over 


the radio in Calcutta the 
announcement: Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose will soon speak to 
the Indian people". The above 
broadcast was being beamed 
from China. However* no such 
speech of Netaji was heard* 

In 1969 there was a strong de- 
mand by a large number of mem- 
bers of Parliament that a fresh 
inquiry should he made to find 
out in what circumstances Netaji 
had disappeared. Some time la- 
ter Mrs Indira Gandhi appointed 
Justice G, D. Khosla sole 
member of a Commission of In- 
quiry, "l humbly submit that the 
object of Justice Khosla was not 
to ascertain the truth about Nata- 
li's disappearance but to defame 
and dishonour him, possibly 
under the directions of the then 
Central Government". So no re- 
liance should be placed by this 
court on his finding* Mr Bose 
remarked. 

Appearing for Jhe Union of 
India Mr Altai Ahmed* Addi- 
tional Solicitor-General of India 
submitted that the decision to 
confer Bharat Ratna posthum- 
ously on Netaji had been taken 


keeping in view ‘his relentless 
struggle and contribution to the 
cause of * freedom. However, 
keeping in view the widespread 
public reaction and sentiments 
of the people and to avoid any 
unnecessary controversy the 
Government had decided, not- 
withstanding Its earlier 
announcement, not to take any 
further fiction In the matter and 
to treat the matter as closed, 
“We have retraced our step", Mr 
Ahmed remarked. 

Mr Samar Cuba, a former 
M.P, t whoso loyalty to Netaji is 
well known, was allowed to be 
added as a party to this case* 
Appearing in person Mr Cuba 
stated that the late Phani Bhnsan 
Chfikravarty* who was then 
Chief Justice of Calcutta High 
Court, had asked Lord Atlee 
why they had decided to nutt 
India. “Because of Subnas 
Chandra Bose and Ms ac- 
tivities", replied Lord AUee, 
Loyalty of the British Indian 
Army to the British Government 
hod bqen undermined, he ad- 
ded. Mr Guho suggested that os 
the Central Government failed to 


tgive “on iota of positive proof 1 
of Netoji's death there should be 
a thorough Investigation of Neta- 
jfs disappearance and his ac- 
tivities in foreign countries* - 

* After hearing the parties Mr 
Justice Sen directed the Union of 
India to file Ms affidavit dealing 
with the allegations made In the 
amendment petition by January 
0. The affidavit In reply should 
be filed by January 18, The mat- 
ter will come up for hearing on 
January 19, ./ 

The court directed the Addi- 
tional Solicitor-General to pn> 
duce the records relating to the 
decision to treat Its earlier deci- 
sion on conferment of BharaL 
Ratna bn Netaji as closed* p 

The Additional Solicitor-Gen- 1 
eral appeared with Mr R* N* Das, 
Mr Farameswaram and Mr S. K* 
Kundu* Mr Bijon Ghosh, the 
writ petitioner appeared in per- 
son* Mr Nigam Chakra vorty, . 
Miss ArundhnU Mukherjee, Mr 
Fartha Sengupta and Mr Aruna- 
va Ghosh appeared for some ad- 
ded parties, 1 
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50 fish stalls 
at Howrah 
market gutted 

HUT! OUU CORRESPONDENT 


Uc- Dec. 6: Nearly 50 fish 
'r tails and some makeshift hotels 
were razed in a devastating fire 
which broke out in the Howrah 
Fish Market early this morning. 

Eleven fire tenders from 
Howrah, Shibpur, Liluah, 
Rishra* Uttarpara, Arif Nagar, 
Centra I Avenue and Free School 
Street rushed to the spot. The 
fire, which broke out at 1,40 am, 
was brought under control more 
nan three hours later, fire bri- 
gade sources said. The cause of 
the lire is yet to be ascertained. 

The market, situated near the 
Howrah Station, is the largest 
fish market in eastern India, This 
is the second such tire in the mar* 
■ex in recent years as ft similar 
! i re b rok e o u tin D u c em ber 1 9 8 5 , 
claiming 11 lives, 

Sadhan Mon dal, a stall owner, 
sal rhe fire was first noticed in 
Uie western side of the market. 
The fire station was informed 
immediately and stall owners 
began rescue operations. 

The . writes said the fire 
spreac; hin minutes as the stal- 
ls were mainly made of hay and 

■ bamboo. Due to lack of water, 

; ire tenders were forced to draw 
water from Wellington Square, 

8 some distance away. 

Ashok Kumar Shaw, another, 
sc sll owner, said the fire tenders 
,:u* to the scene much after 
! owners had begun rescue 
opera tions. 

Even hours after the .fire was 
put out, heaps of charred fish, 
baskets,' gunny bags and other 
material la> scattered. Traders 
wore seen trying to salvage some 
remnants from the ashes. 

The traders said the Howrah 
Improvement Trust authorities 
1 du rented out the land to the 
is! i traders on a monthly charge 
o' Ks 2.5Q per square feet. They 
rujid th«tvi;st officials had assur- 
ed them permanent market 
m i he area after the 1985 fire, 

Bui the traders alleged this 
wr • done and complained 
that the trust officials had not 
even appointed a night watch- 
man in the fish marker. 

The traders said they would 
request the district admiiustra- 

■ (ion help them run the 

burfffess. \ \ 




Shops shut in minority -dominated pockets of central Calcutta on Monday to mark the demolitl 
year ago, A Telegraph picture by Aloke Mitru • 


mark Babri demolition 


ed search operations in the com- ed over the public address sys 
partments of some long-distance tern. 

trains at Howrah station. Mr Mr D.N, Biswas, the depuq 
Singh along with government commissi omur, headquarters 
railway police personnel examtn- said a number of plaint Whetam 
ed the damaged compartment of en were sent to all the Metro sir 
the Rajdhani Express after it tions. Bomb squad per $o tint 
reached behind schedule at were also assigned duties h 


BY A STAFF REPORT l 


Calcutta, Dec. 6: Apart from a 
few block flags hanging from 
stray lamp-posts and places of 
worship, the day passed off 
peacefully in Calcutta and the 
districts of West Bengal a year 
after the demolition of the Babri 
Masjtd. 

Bomb blasts on trains in differ- 
ent parts of the country made the 
city and state police sound a gene- 
ral alert. Special precautionary 
measures were taken in the 
major railway stations, including 

those at Howrah and Sealdah. ^ »» - . -n % »vnm uac 

Pickets were strengthened at the IjN COHSU1 HCllCriil Garden Reach and Kidderpore 
Metro stations. ^ black flags were hung froii 

Intelligence personnel said Calcutta, Dec. 6; (PT1); Mr street lamp-posts, houses arti 
from preliminary reports on the Robert K. Borgs has replaced Ms some places of worship, 
blasts, it appeared the explosion Nancy Powell as the American Although no untoward j^sq 
on the Howralvbound Rajdhani consul general in Calcutta, accor* dent was reported, police sour 
Express was set off by an unidert- ding to a press release issued by ces said similar vigil would conti 
tified antisocial who disembark- the United States Information nue at least For the next two days 


Netaji death \\ 

justice ShyamaL Sen of Calx 
cutta High Court on Monday' 
directed the Union of India to 
1 do certain documents in con- 
nection with a writ petition 
ver Netaji Sub has Chandra 
ikisu’s death. 




r4*3 


r 




Mo. 1/2 7/91-Pub lie 
Government of India/Bharat Sarkar 
Ministry of Home Affairs/Grih Mantra laya 

* 41- * ' 

New Delhi, the 10.12.1993. 


Subject: C.O. No, 6720(w)/93 

Bijan Ghosh 
-Vs- 

Union on India & Anr. 

##* 


The above mentioned casp came up for 
hearing on 6.12.1)93, when Shri Altaf Ahmed, 
Additional Sol icitor General of India was 
present at High Court in Calcutta to represent 
the Union of India. He desired that a copy of 
the Order dated 6.12.19)3, may be made available 
to him urgently. The same has been obtained from 
Shri S.K. Kundu, Central Government Advocate at 
Calcutta through FAX , and a copy thereof is 
enclosed for pprusal of Hon'bLe Additional Solicitor 
General of India, Shri Altaf Ahmed. 

It's requested that these papers may be 
submitted to him expeditiously. 


(V.P. BHAT1AJ 

Under Secretary to the Government of India 
Tel. No. 301 2421. 


Shri K.K. Mehta, 

PS to Shri Altaf Ahmed, 
Upstairs of Canteen, 
Main Building, 

Supreme Court, 

Fhagwan Dass Hoad, 

New Delhi. 



S* K. KUNDU 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 


SPEED POST 


Government of India 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat) Calcutta 
4, K.S-Roy Road, Calcutta - 1 




15/B/Hcme/93 



g-ouA . Dated 2 § * 11 . 93 ^ 






To 

Shri V.p.Bhatiai 
Under Secretary (Pc 
Ministry of Home A 
North Block, 

Mew Delhi - 110001 




. ■ v 


Dear sir, 


by this time, you ha e received a copy of the 
opposition filed in the above mentioned case by 
Ghosh Advocate to the application claiming privi- 
draft Affidavit- in-opposition. 


C. R. No » 6720 (w) / 93 
Bijan Ghosh 

-vs- 

UOI & Ors. 


We have further received a suoolementary affidavit filed 
on behalf of the respondent Mo. 5, Dr.Susbanta Kumar Witra* a 
copy of the amended writ petition filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh, 
Advocate, *or an -v^pl ir vHnn filrd hy ~ , hri n^m n r Cnh g T py f’-P- 

I am forwarding herewith copies of the above mentioned 
three petitions for your comments at an early date. Please do 
the needful and oblige. 




Enel: 



Copies of the above 
mentioned supplementary 
affidavit, amended writ 
petition, a - nd copy of ■ the 

-re 

t'0£_l£itEr. 


Yours faithfully, 


( S K 


M .Lvviiu 

), 


XM'i 


I 







From j Arrundhati Mukhe r J e e 4 <i vacate 

Bar Association Room No. H f 


Phones : 248 5579/3190 
Residence : 

Dated i 23rd Nov.»D3. 


Hr. Kumdu, 

Sr. Central Govt. Advocate, 
4, K.S. Roy Road, 

Calcutta - 1. , 


In Re : C.O. 6720(W)/1903 
Bijan Ghosh 

.Vs - 

Union of India and Ors. 



Dear Sir, 

Enclosed, please find a copy of the supplemen- 
tary affidavit alongwlth all annexures In persua 
ance to the order passed by the Hon f ble Mr. 

Justice Shyaraal Kumar Sen on 22 September, 1993 
Ihank you. 

L .... , l ( | 



Yours faithfully, 


<^/vl ^ v 
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UISTillCTs (JALCuTTA 


IN THIS HIGH COURT AT CAhC'TTA 
COSSTIItTIUHAL VJHIT TUdJSUICTIGN 

A ' J P i'S ij L AX £ SX '.Ub 

In the Matter of : 

<s> (U >li Oi (37<iiU t *1 Q ul* 10yo J 
-to id- 

’i 

In the Matter of : i 

An application under Article 226 '.of the 
Constitution of India; 

-And- 

In the Matter of ; 

BZJ AR GHOSH 7 J Hi'I ITZjivHk 

“ d-JL'tiiiS* 

Union of India mu others ... 


WMiiLY P.OAui~,A'Tft j;T’ Jl 


iMim 


No.5 


I, 'Dr,5usnntn Kumar Ultra, son of late Nilraony Ultra, 
Aged about 52 years, residing at 25-A , B^gbsanr Street, 

Caicwtt a-700006, by occupation Invest i gat i\r -3 J ournn list ■hvI 
Social worker, do Hereby aolamaly affirm and say nc follows i - 


1 . I nri the added respondent No, 5 in the a b c v e -me n t i on « d 

writ apoiicntion ana the proceedings relating the ret and am well 

acquainted with tie facts and circumstances or the case, in which 

c 

l [inve filed «n affidavit affirmed on the 2nd July 1903 with the 

* t 

leave of this Hon'bla Court, 


2 . 


Ho sff idavit-in-cppositicn has been filed by the 
contesting respondents to my above-mentioned affidavit and in any 
event I have not been served with any copy of such nf f idavit-in- 
opposition, whereas such nff idavit-in-oppositicaa appears to h«ve 

! t 

been filed by the contesting respondents to the writ application 
as well as tne affidavit filed by another added respondent namely 
Sari Sunil Gupta. 


3. X am affirming this supplementary affidavit to bring to 
the notice of thin lion* bis Court certain further relevant facts, 
which have come to light, and, which are considered necessary to be 
placed on record particularly in the context of the stand taken by 
t>be Government of India in their nffidavit-in-opnosition to the writ 
application and otner connected pleadings as well ns in the affidavits 

-of the Secretary to the Ministry of Home Affairs, claiming privilege 
in respect of certain vital documents and records necessary to be 

; 

produced before this Hon'bie Court for a proper adjudication of the 
points of controversy involved in this public interest litigation. 

4. It appears from the memorandum dated the' 2nd September 
1974 and the office memorandum dated the 2nd September 1974 of the 
Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of India that copies of the 
following documents w«r« forwarded to the Lost Sabha and Rajya Qabha 

V* 

Secretariat respectively for being laid down on the table of the 
3 aid two Houses of the Parliament i- 

if ’■ 

(i) Copies^ English and 'Hindi including one authenticated 
copy of each of the Report of the one man Commission to 

inquire into the disappearance of hetaji Subhas Chandra Boea» 

. , * . 

Ill) Copies of the Memorandum of the action taken on the report 
tin Hindi and in English) In accordance with the provisions 
of Section 3(4) of the Commissions of Inquiry Act. 


It n\zo appear® frcn the above, memorandum of »;t.io;i token on tho 

L 1 

report of the said Commission that tha Govarnmertt of India by a noti- 
i icat ion dated the 11th July 1970 appointed Sliri G ■‘V).Khosln,ret ired 
Chi 2 f J u st i co of t ho V* ubj ab High C ou rt unds r the C orami sb i on s of 
Inquiry Act to enquire into tbs facts and circumstance a eclating to 
the dis appearance of hetaji Subhao QnanJr,, Bose In 1945 and the 
subsequent development connectad therewith and thnt the paid 
Corral salon completed the inquiry and submitted its re poet on June 3G, 
1974. It also appears from tne sail komoranduen t h"t the Government 
examined the report a: nd decided to accept the findings of the 
Commission thnt Netaji died in nn nir- crash on the lBth August, 1945 
at Xsihofcu air field In Taiwan and the said report was being placed 
before the House as required under Sub-Section ( 4 ) of Section 3 of 
the Commission of Inquiyy Act 1952* Copies ofithe above three 
documents supplied by the respondents are annexed hereto and narked 
collectively with the setter "A M . 

5* T ha respondents h«v« not disclosed what happened after the 

receipt of the above documents by the Secretariats of Lok Ssbha and 
itsjyn Snbhn respectively. But it appears from Chapter 11 of the 
tnird e diction of the book of Professor Samar Gunn entitled "HfiTAJI - 
MAD OH ALIVli" that when the report o* the Khoela Commi onion was 
placed on the table of Lok. Sabha, it was found that In the descriptive 
pnet of tne report kr.JChoBla vulgarly tried, to denigrate Netaji, In 
no less tnan k7 places, by describing him as ‘quisling', 'stooge* or 
'puppet' of the Japanese, which outrageously violated the sentiment 
of tne Indian people about their legendary national hero. The author 

r 

of the said book, who was then a member of lok Snbha, decided not to 
sit silent like a nincompoop on the occasion and with a copy of the 
ileport of the Khosla Commission in hand, Rtocd up and tore it to 
pieces, and then, threw it on the floor of the House before the Prime 
iAin inter «trs, Indira Gandhi. The unci do nt shakepad tne House quite 
embarassingly, but neither the Speaker nor the Prime 'Sinister mired 
any objection against this overt act of ths author and none dared to 

ask for any disciplinary action against him, According to the 


author a dascemabla feeling of appreciation was seen to gleam 
through the eyes of the members sitting on. both sides of the House. 

S. The sutnor further described after narrating tho above 

incident ia tna said book, as to whnt happened thereafter in the 

' * 
fuilowiug words i 

"Move For Rejection of Khosln Report 

After recording the protest in tbs Parliament, the 

author resumed fresh agitation inside the House «nd outside 

it for rejection of Kposia Report. Public statements were 

\ 

made but the main forum wqa the Parliament. to fight it 
effectively there. The author tabled two motions in the 
Parliament. - ona denouncing Khoela' 8 reprehensible remarks 

* 

about Netaji and the other for a full debate on the Report 
of the Khosla Commission. Opportunity came to move the first 
resolution In Lok. Saoha daring its budget session in 11975. 

d 

Citing innumerable facts and document s, rat her in an itnppenione4 
speech, tne mover recalled how the Japanese revolutionary of 
Asia, - how the dealing personalities of all other East Asian 
Countries looked upon him as their source of insoirntion and 
how nix the Indian leaders of different identities, except 
pandit Nehru, showered their glowing tributes ton him. All 
the members of Lok Sabha, catting accross nnrty barriers, 
joined the author in unanimously decrying tlvi slanderous 
remarks of Rhosla against that iisn of Destiny of India, whose 
patriotic and spiritual magnif icianco excelled ail imagina- 
tions. At one tiija, tha mood of the House was seen to burst 
into screeching <n gee when Mrs. Indira Gandhi had to rush to 

f. 

^ the House to intervene In the dohnta and say that the 
Government did not accept Kh03lVs personal views nbout 
^Iletaji or th* full text of his report - the Gu^o rnirent 
accepted only it8 findings. The motion was discussed for 
two days, but before tna author got the opportunity to reply 


in defence of his resolution, Brcergency was orotnulgnted mid 
the nuthor vtas clapped inside a Haryana jail. The unfinished 
debate cn the resolution came before the Parliament during 
the Emergency and in the absence of the imprisoned mover, 

i 

the 'captive* Housd disposed it without further discussion' 1 . 


7. While I will crave reference to the narration of the 

subsequent event 3 after the mood of the Parliament changed 

perceptibly after 1977 election, as recorded at pages 384 to 315 

> 

of the said book, I any lit lint it appears therefrom that Professor 

l 

Sqmnr Gu'aa moved a fresh resolution in the new Lok Snbhn for 
discussion of the report of the Khosln Commission and the debate 
J*- began on 3rd August 1977. According to Professor Samar Guhn the 
then Prime minister made the following state ent nt the conclusion 
of the debate on the 3rd September 1978 i- 



"The Prime Minister (Shri korarj i basai) : Mr. Chairman, Sir, 

I may differ aometiia<33 from my hou. friend, ir. Samar Quha,but 
I can never doubt , even in my sleep, his sincerity. I have 
great admiration for tna dedication with which he is pursuing 
tnis Cause and yet we have to be realistic in. this matter. 

There nave seen two inquiries into the report of the 

death of Net’nji Subhas Chandra Bose in the air crash on 18th 

c 

August 1945 at Taihoku air field during his nir-j a unity to 
Manchuria, one byn a Committee presided over by Maj .General 
Shah Nawaz Khnn and the second by a one man Committee of 
Inquiry nenued by 5hri G.Ii.Khosla, n retired -Judge of the 
Punjab High Court. The, mnj orlty report of the first Committe 
and Shri Hhosla herd the report of the death as true, Since 
then, reasonable doubts have been cast on the correctness of 
the conclusions ranched in the two reports and various 
important contradictions in the testimony of witnesses have 
been noticed. Some further contemporary official documentary 


records have also become available. In the light of. those 


doubts nnd contradictions and those records, government find 

it difficult to accent that the ear li er con cl usions are 
decisive . At the same time, Government feels that no useful 
purpose would be served by saving any further inquiry* I hope 
tnat in the light, of this statement, ray hon , friend will 
withdraw his motion" (emphasis supplied)* 


The respondents in their affidavits- in-opposition to the writ 

f * 

petition, su pole men taryAAff iaavit and interlocut ory application 

.3 W 

uf the<i| writ petit ionei^do not dispute such a statement having 
been made by the tnen Prime Minister on the floor of the House 
except th»t according to the deponent of the sain affidavits, the 

t 

above statement was made in the hole Sabhw on iidth Auaust 1978, 


8* 1 wixi crave reference to tne speech delivered by 

Professor Qcunar Gunn in the hoit Snbha after the above statement of 
the Prime Minister ts recorded at pages 310 to 314 of the said 
boot:, as set oat hereunder 

I 

"Prof .Snmnr Guha (Cental) : Sir, To-day is a srent day for the 
whole Indian people, because a mortal sin, n treacherous 

crime that was committed against the eioc hero of Indian 

I 

freedom has been undone. If 1 say that Hetn.ji was given 
burial, out of political conspiracy, it would net be an 
exaggeration. There was not an iota of doubt that the plane 
erase was nothing but fake, nni there was also not an iota of 
doubt that theuxieged plane crash did not involve Netnji 


at nil. 

% 

I contratulate the Prime Minister, the Government as 

well, on bsnaif of the Indian people, for the very bold and 

}, 

courageous step taken and the decision that they have 

announced to-day. It is not an easy matter to undo the 

1 . 

findings of the two Inquiries. 


I also congratulate the rep re sa nt at i va a of all the parties 
in tnis House, nil of whom, nb ut 25 of them who spoke in 
this douse on e arris r occasions ou this resolution and who 
lent tbeix' unanimous support to the demand to undo the 
Khosln Commission' e Report. 

I would al30 remind this Rouse that earlier about 
400 members of both the, Houses, this House nod the other 
House, had, in ^.pj’oint memorandum , urged uoon the Government 

r*£* m . 

for a fresh inquiry on the disappearance of Retaji on the 

basis of which the .Khosirt Ocmirieoion was e?t up. It le n 

matter of extreme regret that j. r. .required three decades for 

cur nation to andop - what I would sap, - toe rlschief that 

was done .again stjElius revolui Lo/mcy pilgrim of In-lln. Would 

as* 

there have been the freedom, as you c^il it, would the 
Pritish imperialists have quitted India so o r j c Loit louely 
after their /let cry in the l-rt War If there V*1 not been n 
fatal blow by Retail £5‘.xbh-3*Cnandra Boee? talk with 
y.r. Attlee lias been quoted by Dr. rt.C .Mnzumdar in hia book i 
w History of Indian Independency*' , Mr. Attlee was asked, - "Why 
did you quit India so p.c@clpitiou3ly?2. Hr* Attlee promptly 
replied, "Because of the activities of Gubh.'.a Chandra Bose". 

It is now 'the fact of history th*t ilahatma Gandhi 

Vi 

prepared the background of Indian freedom and it io Nstnji 
ouQhas C xi an or a Bose wno achieved it. But not tnis f re adorn 
as you find it tie-day, - it is not tne freedom of the dream 
either of mahatma Qandhi or Net *01 Gubh*s Ch«adra Bose. 

i 

4 ? 

To-day, I cannot but express my gratitude to the 
prime Minister ba causa to-day ends a crusade t lit in an 
humble way I was trying to conduct on be naif of the people 
of India at least to see that officially and legally Netaji 
is not declared da • how, by undoing the: findings of the 
Two Reports, at least this much we have achieved that, - 

to-day Ketaji is neither legally nor officially dead. 


i 8 : - 


AO - 


What happened to him then? Whether there will be a 
useful purpose served by having a froeh inquiry or not - 
is n question ubicii^ I will answer inter* 

f 

But I wont to draw tna attention of the Prime 

f 

minister to the £ net that what hnu oeen dona by this 
Government has.# been done by Khosin himself* He himself 
repudiated his own findings in a recent case in Calcutta* 

Just after the publication or tnis Report , ;vuVrChosln 
public ed a book called "The Last l^ays of N T etnji", This 
is nothing butvftlmost a verbatim reoroduct ion of the 
Commission* 3 Reoort, having just some edit ing and linking 
up here and there* At xeast in ii7-plaoes ha described 
Netaji as a puppet of Japan, a tool or T r,pnn, a quisling, nni 
pud what not. Whv did ha do*%o? It was because he found 
that the tsstirceny of the wltn - ,7 npanecs or otherwise 
would not justify his findings that Netnji reniiy died in 
the plane crash. Therefore, ha had to build up sorae 
political thesis and he did it without having any kind of 
evidentiary support. Not witness any wrier a mentioned that 
Netajl acted or subjected himself to act as a puppet or a 
quisling of J span - not a single wJ.tr** sw even faintly 
hinted so, Yet he mentioned this £7 times in file report v 
only to give Justification to his findings, His political 
the sis was that to tha man whom Japan considered aa 
nothing but c puppst *»d ouisling, they could not give 
any protection, endangering their own national interest ns 
against the wratn of the Anglo-American powers under whose 

occupancy they were after the war. 

* 

The family members of Netaji filed a defamation case 
against iiaosia -against his Report and against hiG rook 
also - .and ha had to tender an unconditional apulogy. I 
want to .eep it on record in this House what he hftid 

t 


:9a- 


~ tty - 

* 


while ranking his unconditional apology, before n Calcutta 
Court, He said : 


JV- 



H X . do hereby tender my qnqunlified apology 

before n Calcutta Court," he fcaid. 

M I* «... .4c hereby tender r-y aunlifie.1 apoligy 

to the complaint, Shri Dwipaendca Nath Rose ami other 
me bars of the family of Netaji uni to our countryman, who 
have felt hurt and aggrieved owning to the impugned 
passages inthe said book concerning one of the greatest 
sons of India and KiSss nephews, I would also express for 

.^4 

myself that 1 sinoefrjEely share in common with my oountrymen 

Mi 

the deepest regard for Netajt who is regarded no the XTIK&&KXS1 
Liberator of Motherland and was c’nristendad by no less a 
person than iiaiiatma Gandhi, the Father of the Nation as 
"'.HH PATRIOT OP PATRIOTS - TriK PRIHCtf . P AAT.UoTS" as one 
of the greatest sons of India, I am prepared to rake due and 
adequate amends to have the care compounded according to 
law and si 30 undertake to have the apology, herein 
contained, published fully and adequately through advertise- 
ment inserted in leading newspapers in Calcutta, Delhi, 

Bombay and Madras and other State capitals of India as also 
in newspapers of countries u»ere the said impugned publica- 
tion has been circulated, to freeze stocks of the 
impugned book left with re, my publishers «nl th3ir v 'ngents 
and not to 86 U. ortre print the same and also to supply, 
copies of the npol .gy to the lea ling booksellers, where the 
bo-k has been displayed fer sale, requesting them to have 
up in public view, 

I 

i nope and trust tnis apoxogy will be accepted and the 

* ’ ; 

case will be compounded according to i»w". 


So Khosln hns repudiated it himself and so did the publisher. So 


1 do not want t> r«sd out it in fiull. it is alms t in 
the same language. X will quote only q £isw words 


J 


J- 


J— 


■V- 


- : 10 s - 

c- 


jU 


of the^ publisher : 

tt We confess that wa were not aware of the offending 
contents ruiu -ny imp 1 jlC . ,; .t i on & toe re of an je were only 
executing orders placed with uo for the oe rf omnnce of our 
professional job na printers and publishers. If we were 
aware of such co-lent?-, which traduce.' tne honour of one 
of the greatest son*. of India, we would cartaimy not have 
been n party to the printing and published of the 
impugned oook in respect of which via Imvo inadvertently 
tfecood invol/ed in our ."foresail cepoaity. he Hereby 
naky due and adequate amends for our sail inadvertent 
lapses by tendering our unqualified apology to the 
corcpJt^ xnljht a, Ghri bw j. t J endm Hr.th Home, mid othar rnerrbers 
of Uw family of lietrj 1 mid nino to o.tr county men for 
this publication, 

v S; 

I bad t*v? indulgence of this House, wh« 3 ft ; l«et time, 

vjjfc; 

I made an one-hourtl find forty -five -rti.nuf.es sp ech marshalling 
all f nets why 1 believed that the plane crash was nothing 

■*[ '-‘,r , . 

bnt t fik.6 , RutI felt that I could net Ct.^ly convince 

this Hc^se, Afterbaf that, on the basis of some notes .Jotted 

if 

dpwo in the Jni&, very hurriedly I published this book, 

v - , 41 l 

"Netaji : head or Alive?" Fortunately, I have the cuttings 
of aim oat nil the landing papers of the country. All the 
leading papers that are brought out from various .metropolitan 
cities ha*<a unanimously commented in their reviews, that this 
book has conclusively proved that Uetaji did not die in the 
^ir craah. I know raanv other things, but X hnv- 3 not mentioned 
in the book anything that was not found in the documents that 
were produced before t he. Shah Hawaz <Ch»n Committee or the 
Khosifi Commission or in the documents that were inter 
published la the British papers nod the secret capers that 
have been recently published. Ml the newspapers have 


<v 


. 


commented unanimously that it has been conclusively proved 
that Nat?3jl did not die in the air crash* 

If Pet nj i did not die in the aircrnsh, then what 
happened to him? It ic our moral duty to find out what 
happened to aim, 

1 believe Netaji is alive. I also believe that the 
time is not very far off when the country will also know 
positively that Netqji is alive* I know, *Jhsn he reapoenrs 
there will be some kind of a political earthquake in this 
country* Today I pray to God with the whole nation that 
Netajl may be in good health and we may get back the 
greatest revolutionary pilgrim of cur country, the epic hero 
of Indian freedom, the greatest patriot, of our country, the 
Net *01 of the Indian people, back in uur midst so that he may 

f 

lead the destiny of our people to tnair cherished goal. I 
again pray to God along with ail of you so that Xetaji keeps 
well and we got him back in our midst as early ns possible. 

r 

Sir, again I thank the Prime aainister, the Government 
and friends for lending all kinds of support in undoing the 
mortal ain and tha crime that was committed against Netaji. 
To-day, I will unlypray i oh God * Give back our Hetnji to 
us^ J J ai Hind, Jayatu Netaji"* 

i V. 

9* The Under Secretary rto the Government of India, Ministry 

of Homs Affaire, who ha a affirmed tha above affidavits- in- 
opposition has contended that the above statement made by the then 
Prime Minister, Shri iiojtrai^i Desai, did not amount to out -right 
rejection of the conclusions arrived at by the Hetnji Inquiry 
Committee and the Xh.osla Commission and has verified the connected 
averment as his information derived from the records which he 
verily believes to be true* 1 calx upon the contesting respondent 
who seek to rely cji the said aff iuavits-in-opposit ion of the said 


: 12 i - 



A 

Uttder Secretary to produce before this Hoa'bla .Court the records 
from the deponent derived bis information that the above 



etatement of the them* Prime Minister mode in the Lok Sabhn did 
not nrauunt to out -right rejection of thu conclusions arrived at 
^ by die iietoji Inquiry Committee and the Wetnji Inquiry Commission* 

Such r construction of tlw above statement of the then prime 

* 1 

Minister made in the floor of the House con side ring the above 
resolution of Professor Samar Guha is wholly unwarranted and 
without any legitimate foundation and the reliance now sought 
to be placed cn the repots and findings wf the above two 
Inquiring Bodies on the basis of such construction of the subse- 
quent statement of the than prime Minister in the floor of the 
House is tantamount to the grossest possible disrespect to the 
proceedings of the parliament and the definite stand taken with 
regard to the snid two reports by the then Prime Minister of the 


country in the floor of the House in the context of the above 
motion of Professor Samar Guha for coasi da ration of the report 
of the tChosln Commission, 


It will be a matter of great public interest to 


10 . 


ascertain whether there is any subsequent decision by the 
Government of India upholding their earlier acceptance of the 
reports and findings of the Natnji Inquiry Committee 1956 and the 
Netaji Inquiry Commission 1970 by treating the above proceedings 


In the parliament and the above statement of the then Prlwe 

.^-d V 

Minister on the floor ofl tne House as of no consequence and the 
records from which the said Unuer Secretary is stated to have 
derived information for the purpose cf malting his averment in the 


said affidavit s-in-epposition in support of his reliance an the 


said two report o and fidfiin^n da h euea the above Gt^tewsnt made 
in the floor of the House by the then prime Minister Shrl Morn rj i 
Besai in the dabata of the above- motion of professor Sntmr Ouhn. 


i 13 ; 
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11. The cent radifct lone in the earlier two reports 

referral to by, the then Prime Minister, Shri Mornrj 1 ;)esni,must 
be available in the records of tne Government of India on the 
bade wnereof the said statement was made by the said Prime 
Slinistar. ouch contradictions have aiso been dealt with 
elaborately in tna above-mentioned book of professor Samar Guha. 
While I reserve the right to make appropriate submissions with 
reference to such records, if produced, and the nbo vs-r.ent ioned 
book of Professor Samar Gull a nt the time of hearing, I am citing 
by way of illustration the evidence of Dr. LI . Ram Chandra Rao, 
which should be found in thee record of tue proceedings before the 
khosla Commission and which does not appear to have been dealt 
with at all by lAr.Khosla in his report. The said evidence , which 
stood tue test of cross-examination before the said Commission, 
directly demolishes the stsory of Netagi'e death on the i8th 
August 1345 at an alleged air crash at Taihoku. It contains 
completely different report" of Netnji's escape to U..S.S.R. by a 
German sub-marine brought from .Saigon after the plane, which is 
alleged to nave reft Saigon with Nataji end nlisgei to have 
crasned at Taihoku causing his alleged death. 




12. According to the eviuence ofthe said Gr.B.Ram Chandra 

Rao, the said plans landed at Japanese Emergency Landing Place 
after about 20 or 2-5 minutes of its flight fi’ora Saigon and the 
said witness along with Ketaji and some more persons came out from 
the plane , where after the plane took off from that place. Netaji 
took 3 aelter in a Japanese barrack from, where he boarded the 
German sub-marine brought from Singapore after a few days in the 
presence of the said Hotnji is reported to have heard 

the news Agency before ras departure for Soviet Russia by the said 
German sub-marine* The evidence of other witnesses relied on by 
Mr.fChosla also speak of the said plane haulting overnight nt 
Tourane on its way to Taihoku. Ho evidence is available on record 


I 

A; 
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pe to vihera Netaji stayed during tha night at Xournne mid it 
appears from the evidence before the Lhnh Nawaz Committee and t iie 
Khosla Commission that Natali and the General bnidei separated 

themselves from other passengtirs of the plana and left Tourane 

o 

under cover of tne night on tne 17th August 1946 for Dalnt, as 
narrated by processor Samar Guna at page/246 of his book.. This 
fact lends support to the evidence of Dr. B. Rama Chandra Rao about 
Uetaji having a break ,) ourney at a Japanese emergency sanding 
Place and having clapqrtaa from the place a few days thereafter by 
a German sub-Marine for USSR, it is* quite significant why &r. 
Khosln did not deni with the evidence d£ this witness in his report 
nnd the non -con si deration of this evidence of iir.B.Ramncnandra Rao 
by itself vitiates its findings in favour of the air crash story. 


13. While I will crave lanve to refer to relevant books 

and documents and to make appropriate submissions with reference 
thereto regarding the perversity of the proceedings before the 
Khosla Commission as well as its purported findings, 1 will place 
strong reliance uri this aspect of the Better by referring to the 
relevant passages from the above-mentioned book of professor 
Samar Cuba containing dialled analysis of the evidence led 
before the ihosln Commission and its purported findings. The letter 
of professor Samar Guha dated tne 7th December 1977 addressed to 
al_ the Central ministers and Chief ministers of the States 
seeking their cooperation in the move to annul the report of 
Kh 03 la Commission set oat at pages- 285 to 290 of the said book 
contains a brief summary of the facts establishing tlit perversity 
of the report and findings of t’us 1 In on 1 a coitvt-lsnxcn. Ins text of 
the said letter is set' out hereunder ay part of my submissions 

on the above point , 

" A letter to All A ini stars 
Before plungigg into any drastic action, the author 
thought it prodant to prepare a convenient background for 


it 3 j ustif ieatioa. he dcCidee to writfc to nil t'ne Control 
iuinisters and Chi £ o blisters of the States seeking their 
cooperation in the move to annul the report of the Khoaln 
doimtiiaaioti* i3ut as they were not expected to go into the 
details be ulna the reasons for rejection of the report, the 
author wrutu a setter, giving in nutshell, the salient 
features of the untenability of t he ^findings of the 
Commission, The following letter was sent to all of them 
individually : 

Prof, Samar Guha Lok Sabha 14,Talkatora Rond, 

Member of Parliament Symbol New Delhi 

(lok Snbhaj 7th ue ca mho r, 1977. 

dear friend, 

The demand to ocrvip the report of Khoala C omm 1 a t i on ■* 
disappear' ace of Netnjl 3uba«6 Chandra Bose* is not an 
emotional or sent imant al issue, but based on irrefutable 
facts of documents and evidence. 

Our generation wilt remain ever condemned by the 
oosterity if we f^ii to discharge Our national duty to 

i 

’inearth the mystery enroualing the fate of tna epic hero and 
the greatest l:s solution ary of our struggle for national 
liberation. 

Thera should not be an lota of doubt about the 
fact that Iletoji did not lie in the arlaged aircrash' at Taipei 

on August IS, 1945. | 

r. 

Britisn Disclosure 

The recent revelation made in the Top Secret British 
document is enoggn justification in support of tne demand to 
scrap the findings of the Khoeda Commission, cord Wave 11, 
the then viesroy of India, personally carried the report 
prepared by the Home Department and it was noproved by the 
Attlee-Cabinet on October 25, 1945, l.e. 67 days after the 


A 
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reported alrcrash. Xuis report, inter alia concluded 

."LtsBve Uose wan re he is and do not nsK. for his 

re leads orgsurreuder. He might, of course, in 

certain circuit nnaeu, b« we j.co/iisl by dusaianu, This 

+ t 

cource would roifcu fewest immediate political difficulties 


I hie report of Wave 11 w ns considered by the Attlee 
Cabinet after the preliminary reports sent by tnrae 
in ve st i t' at 1 i.n t e am« orde re d by t he d ave 11 G ove rn rr.ent , 

Liount batten* s Headquart are, *>nd dec Arthur's riendqunrters 
to "arrest Bose, dead, or alive". 

The British Government never rJTf ici«iiy announced 
accept nnce of the report about T’etryi's alleged death. 

The report of the investigations **bout the story of 
Mstaji's death conducted by - (i) KigPieas’s team, (ii) 
Finney's team, and (ill) Combined Services he t aired 

C- 

Intelligence Centre (CSDICJ, - were never published. 

The Fipress’s team accented the report of Netnji'a 

death ns true but with# a rider, tnnt it might also be 

\ 

M n hinster dee pt ion plan", CSDIO report wholly disbelieved 
the story of Netaji's death, Finney's report was never 
disclosed. 

Why Khosia deport Should Be Scrapped 

V* 

1^ iir.Shosls behaved not as an impartial ex-Judge and 
the Chairman of a Judicial Commission, but almost like an 
officer of tna Government of «rs,ladirn Gandhi. He - (i) 
wrote nn official biography of airs, in dire Gandhi while 
presiding over can inquiry commission on Nets,]!, (11) 
Drought a personal present for .irs.xnaira Gandhi from 
Taiwan, and (iii) pubiisned a hook o"ll*d 'hast Days of 
Hetnji* dIooBv var bat icily reproducing hi a nepurt before it 
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wqs placed In the Lok Snbha with a purpose to Influence 
the opinion of the Members of Parliament about his 
findings. 

* * 

^2. ^ Ur.Shosla worked with a prejudiced mind against 
Netnji and with premeditated and p re -fixed notion about 
the report of ITefc^ji'c death. At least in 2 % places of 
his report, he most atrociously describee Hetaji as a 
"Puppet ** , or a "Tool** , or a "Pawn" of Japan without any 

evidentiary materials whatsoever. In order to create an 

r ! 

impression that Japan could never provide any protection 
to a man whom they considered as nothing but a 'quisling* 
and, tnus, having no respect or responsibility for him 
after the end of the war. 

A 

^3.^ The Government under Mrs. Gandhi informed Kha&la 
Commission that about 34 confidential files, specially 
maintained by pandit Nehru himself on Netaji mystery, we re 
found either n destroyed or missing 11 * liir.Khocla never 
enquired from the Government how it could happen, 

^4^ Mr.Khosla deliberately scuttled Commission's 
enquiry in Taiwan by x*ef using to establish any communica- 
tion either with^.the Government of Taiwan, or any non- 
official agency there. ' Vt 

iietereological report of Taipei Airport and the 
topography around it definitely proved, on field survey 
by Hr.Khosla and according to the report of the Airport 
Authority that the alleged plane reportedly carrying 
Net aj i could never crash at the spot identified as the 
place of aircrash, but Hr.Khoela refused to record these 

' I 

invaluable evidence to disprove the whole story of 
aircrash. 


i 
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( 6i Mr,Kho6l« cfused to take evidence of nbuut 10 
Taiwanese witness s who claimed to prove that a plane 

crashed at the identified spot near Taipei ace a not In 

1 

1945 but in 1944, ?his 1944 aircrash was passed off 
by the Government of Japan as 'the aircraeh in 1945*. 

( 7X Mr,Khosla refused again to ask the Government of 

I 

Taiwan to provide the Ccmmission with the report of 
enquiry about the alleged aircrash that was dong by the 
Government of Taiwan, toe findings of which disbelieved 
the story of Netajl's death in the aircrash. pacts 
about the findings by the Taiwanese Government were 
placed baf ora the Commission by ab ,ut five members of 
Parliament who earlier visited T aiwan as guests of -its 
Government • 

( 8^ Although only few documents were produced by 

trie Government before the Commission, yet jar.Khosln 

practically considered nuna of them in his report* For 

■ 

instance - (1) huunt batten' a Diary containing valuable 
information about Netaji, (ii) British Intelligence 
report from China, (Hi) Pour signals left by Japan 
related to the report of aircrash, (iv) British 
Intelligence report quoting Russian /Ambassador at Kabul 
and Russian Vies oouneui at Tehran as publicly "stating 
that Subhas Coandra Bose was at aloeeow in 1946, - none 
of these documents were considered by Mr.Khosla, 

( 9 ). kr.Khosla u examined Z24 witnesses, hut ha chose to 

believe only 6 Japanese witnesses, 4 of whom claimed to 
have travelled in the same plane with tietaji and the 
fifth one described himself as the doctor uho treated 
allegedly injured fietoji, - although none of them could 
produce a single piece o? paper or document in justifica- 
tion of their ±«6in may testimony. During cross- 


examinations, these 'witnesses proved themselves verily as 
nothing but tutored llnrs. 

( 10^ Er.Yoshimi whom TChasla described as a 'witness of 

convincing truth' proved during cross- ax animt ion t o be 
nothing but as aiwitnaos of 1 convincing untruth. 

\ , f 

( 11> Habibur Rah am an was the only accomplice of Netaji 
during his journey from Saigon. At least six recorded 

statements of Habibur Rahman ware produced by the Government 

1 

as official documents before the Commission. These 

i 

documents clearly shoved that Habibur Rnhamnn deliberately 
concealed facts about the alleged aircrash. Hut ilr.Khosla 
deliberately declined to treat them as documents before 
the Commission. 

i 12^ Mr.RhosiH refused, as well, to treat various photo- 

graphs connected with the story of Netaji's death as valid 
documents although they were supplied by the Government of 
Japan. This he did as those photographs crafted serious 
doubts about the story cf Netaji's death in the alleged 
aircrash. 

( 13_)» *lr. moils did not fjgroe to verify what hapoenad 

M 

to Gen. She del, the Chief of the Kvantang Army, who 

i 

accompanied Netnji from Saigon and who was also reported to 

r 

have died in the alleged nircranh. Hone could furnish any 
positive information about Gen.Shedai, although Tokyo 
broadcast mentioned that Gen.Shedei died along with Netaji, 

4 

( 14^ Mr.Kho3ln did not try to find from the Government why 
the British Government made fre3h inqui cy into J'ietaji 
mystery at Tokyo in 1950. 

^ 15^ IJr.Khosla suppressed the facts that the 'cremation 

Permit' of alleged dead body of Ketaji was 3upolied by the 

4 

Government of Japan, stating that 'this cremation pdrroit 
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must correspond to bubUns Chandra Bose" - ns, on tranoln- 
t ion from tne j spans an scripts, it was found that in fact 
it was not the ere mat ion permit of Subha s Chandra Boss 
but of fin ordinary t r ©p-m see soldier. It vipo indeed an 
indirect hint left by the Government of J apnn about the 
falasity of the report of lUtaji's death* 


^16^ ilr.Khosln, as a diversionary tactics, dealt 
elaborately in hiarreport about Shaulwari Ashram Sadhu, 

i "S V** V „ 

although in his iJ5 days argument the Counsel, on behalf of 
National Committee on Hetaji, never claimed that 
Shaulmari Sadhu was Netaji* 


^■4 

t* 7 * ir.Knoiila indulged in Innumerable judicial 

i ^ 

oerjurv, nerhapsii unknown in the history of Indian Judicial 

* , ’ 

profession. yor instance, he stated, (i) Sarnt Bose's 
press- at at ament was not produced before the Commission, 
although it was done; (iij ne deliberately misquoted 
Gandhiji's statement about nis belief that Netaji was 
alive, (ill) fir.rihosla claimed that USJIC report was 
secretly shown to hi! by the Government after conclusion 
of the procaddings of the Commission, on the basis of which 
he tried to knock down the evidence 6f Dlran Chakravnrty, 
the principal C5DIC Investigation of lieu r who personally 
stated before the Commission that the CobiC report 
disbelieved the b* story oi* Aetsji'a death* 

^18^ Mr.Khosla last :*ra. Gandhi and har officers several 
times before submitting his report to the Government* 

i$* I caogivs many more reasons for scrapping Khosla 
Commission's report , but for the B&ke of brevity, I think 
the above will be considered ns enough* 


i 
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I nm Afraid Che officers dealing with the issue of 
Ketn,Ji have n^d; exerted themselves to go through 7,000 pages 
of various papers de sling witu the proceedings and documents 
of Khcsla Commission and of the earlier Shnh Rawaz C omraLttae . 
They are likely to submit tfeiic report to the Cabinet only 
on the basis of Khoela Commission's report, the veracity of 
which has been challenged gh t.is floor of the House by me many 
times. 

I have studiously gone through sll facts, documents and 
evidence found in voluminous papers of Shah Nawaz Committee 
and Khosla Commission and, of late, taken particular care to 
study the Top Secret document a of the British Government, 
published recently* After careful examination of these papers, 
I have come to the definite conclusion thnt Ketnji did not die 
in the alleged n ire rash. 1 would, therefore, request the 
Government to scran Khosla Commission's report for Re opening , 
Reconsidering, and Reviewing the is"ue of the beta,}! mystery. 

if the Janata Government also like to follow the 
footsteps of the Congress Government, X might have to pay the 
price for undoing it. A truth is always ostnbliuhad not by 
many but by a few arid I have pledged myself to establish the 
fact that Netnji did not die in the air or non, and in doing so, 

I shall be prepared to pay any price for it* 

I would, therefore, fervently appeal to the Government 
to scrap the report of the Khooia C omtnl salon for RBUPUHIUG, 

R1C GNSI.Ol HI*- G ANb aSVIStflHG the issue of the Retry i mystery. 


With kind regards, 


lourB , sincerely, 
Samar Guha" 



l 


14, While Professor Smunr Guh« has dealt witn various 

contemporary intelligence reports and the records relating to the 
trnnef er-of-powar, since published by the British Government, in 
establishing the fact of Netaji'a presence in Soviet Russia after 
the death of the alleged air crash at laihoku, the retcer of * 
ihurohed baroji referred to in lay earlier affidavit as also in tha 
affidavit of Shri Amiya Nath Eose proves conclusively that Netaji 
was in Soviet Russia in 1946, if not earlier* 

i 

15* 1 he air crash story does not find tha slightest support 

from two eminent historians, namely, jjr.Rntaesh Chandra Unzumdnr 

S' 

and Professor Amalesn irioathi, wnose books on the Indian 
independence movement are eminent historical works on the subject* 
While Dr* uazimuar draws a complete blank after the departure of 
the plans from Saigon, professor Trip at hi describes tha rest ne 
complete silsnca* Dr.idasumdar also refers in this connection to the 
book of Shri Satya Narayan Slnhn, containing a story of Hetnji's 
captivity in Soviet prison at Siberia* While I will crrve reference 
to the relevant portions of the above two historicals works of the 

abe/venamed two eroimant historians at the time of hearing, I am 

i 

quoting below from the report of installation of n portrait of Netsj 

f 

in the Central Hall of the Parliament on the liSrd J anuary 1978 
narrated at pages 290-291 of the above-mentioned book of professor 
Samar Guha. The relevant portion of the speech of President Seelnm 
Sanjiva Reddy is reproduced hereunder t - 

“many people say Netoj i is alive. If it is ao, ha will 
not come to 1* come prima minister or president. Why 
should he cone for that? He is too big. We are nil 
pigmies before him. let him come even for a day to 
bless us, bless hio countrymen" 


16. 


In the ceremony bald on 8th 'March 1978 for releasing 


the nbuvs bo-it of professor aRinajr Gubft by the President of Indin, 
reported by Hindustan Tiroes Correspondent and quoted at pages 
292-294 of the third edition of the said book, President Gnnjiva 
HaOdy is reported to have assured Professor Snmar Guha in bis 
speech that a joint effort would be made by the Government and 
the said author to find out if iietaji wus alive and that the 
President felt sure that the Soviet leaders, who were "our 
friends" , would do something to locate Hetaji. 

17« It will thus appear that there were sufficient 

materials in the records of the Government to show thnt the air 
crash story was not believed by the Government of India on valid 
and cogent grounds, ^ending to the categorical statement by the 
than Prime Minister of India in the floor of the Parliament in the 
year 1978 to the effectnthnt in the light of reasonable doubt a 

V* 

cast on the correctness of the conclusion of inquiry rsnened in 
the two reports and various important contradictions in tbs 
testimony of witnesses, which had been notice i, and some further 
contemporary official documentary re coeds, the Government of India 

Gt 

found it difficult to accept that tm earlier: conclusions are 
decisive, it is, therefore, most significant that in raking up 
the purported findings and conclusions cf the said two earlier 
reports in support of the description of the /Ward of "Bhwrat 
Ratlin*' purported to be cunf erred on Uc-t, a,} i as n posthumous one, 
the Government of Indiah has not only castigated the above 
categorical statement of the then prime Minister, Ghri Morarji 
hesai, without any basi3 whatsoever but hn/e ifuso curd forward 
with a purported claim of privilege in respect of nil documents 
relating to the making of the said Award as also the question of 
Netaji being dead or alive, which is alleged to have been gone 
into by the Government flf India in the above context* The above 
device purported to be Adopted by the Government of India is 
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calculated at completely screening out the entire evidence of 
Netaji being alive «fter the sieged air crash and hla presence 
— in Soviet Russia in subsequent times and the basis of the above- 
mentioned statement of the then Prime Minister, Shri toomrji 
Desai, in the floor of Lofc Sabha ns well as the above-mentioned 
st ate plants of President Sanjivn Reddy in the two functions held 
in tha earlier part of tiae year 1978, 

18, buch ciaiin of privilege, as put forth by tha Govern- 
ment of India, in respect of the records whicn are essential for 
adjudicating the polntsdhf controversy in tne instant uroces lings 

and which Lht:y have been apecificalxy called upon Co produce 

c- 

by this Hon'bie Court is not only not entertain able , but is 
liable to be rejected straightaway, particularly in the above 
• context* The sail purported claim is thoroughly mninfide, aimed 

at subverting public interest and repugnant to the very concept 
of the citizens being allowed to know the facte, the true facts, 
about the admin ist ration of tns country, which ir'S been recognised 
by the lion'bie Supreme Court as one of the pillars of a democratic 
State, 

19, Between 28th Rovember an.l 11th December 1990, the 
daily editions of 'Jugantnr' published a series of 14 articles 
by me dealing with tne mystery centring round the whereabout a of 
Netty i Subhas Chandra Bose containing diverse factual data and 
source materials with an objective analysis thereof, while irnny 
of such data qnd materials have already been reflected in the 
pleadings of the writ petitioner and other supporting respondents 

including myself in some form or the other, some of the glaring 

/ 

tacts Showing that ther® was no air crash nt Tnihoku on 18th 
August 1945 and Retaji was alive ‘for many years thereafter have 
been stated in the said articles to whicu X will crave reference 

i 

at the time of hearing, if necessary. 
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80* i have gone through the entire proceedings of hok 

Sabha containing the p aril ament ary debnte on trie motion of prof. 
Samar Guha on Khosln Commission in the context whereof the then 
Prime Minister, Shri hor n rji Desai gave his statement in the 
floor of the House on the 88th August, 1978, wnich has been 
referred to hereinbefore, lha following spankers amongst othere, 
participated in the debate, besides the mover (Prof. Samar Guha) 
and the Prime Minister (Shri Mornrj i Desni) i- 


(1) Shri Sasfcnka Shekhar Sanynl (Jangipur) 

(8) Dr.Vaannt Kumar Pandit (Rajgarh) 

(3) Shri D hi ran dm Nath Basu (Katvm) 

(4) Ohaudhri iinlbir Singh (Hoshiarpur) 

(5) Shri Vasnt 8 at ha (Akoln) 

(6) Shri K.Mayathavnr (Dlndigul) 

(7) Sm. Jhandravati (Bhiwani) 

(8) Shri Sangata Roy (Barrackpore ) 

(9) Shri Mrityunjay Prasad Varmn 

(10) Shri Chitta Basu (Barasat) 

(11) Dr. Karan Singh (Udhainpur) 

(is; Shri iridlb Chaudhuri ( B ehrampur) 

(13) prof .Dilip Chnxrnv-irty (Calcutta-South) 

(14) Shri Dw<,riknnath T iwari (Gopalgnnj) 

(15) Shri Karen dr a p.Nathwoni (Junngadh) 

(16) Shri Badnbmtn Bnrua 

(17) Prof. P .G.Mavalnnknr 



<V 


Bach and every speaker spoke in strongest terms in support of 
the motion accross p~rty lines and wanted scrapping of the Khosla 
Commission's Report and institution of fresh enquiry. It seemed 
to be the unanimous view, of the house which they were voicing. 


r 


It is in the above context that the debate was concluded by 
the above statement of the Prime fiiinistefi, after which Prof, 
Samar Guhn mads his further statement in reply. After this 
nothing remains ot* the Knosla Commissions report or its 
earlier acceptance by the previous Government nnl the search 
for Ketaji continues. I will crave reference to the said 
Parliamentary proceedings at the time of henring, 

21, In the aforesaid context it will not be unnatural 

to assume that the Government of India must have been aware 
at the relevant point of time of the facts subsequently covered 
by a series of reports on the investigation by the North Indian 
Pntrikn published from All*h«bnd into the background of an 
unnamed saint, whose allggdd death at Faizabad (U.P) in the 
year 1985 triggered much speculation about his identity. 

Inking into account tha gravity of the subject and the political 
sensivity involved, the said newspaper, according to It, took 
pains to record the resuxts of its enquiries dispassionately 
and objectively with « clear representation to the renders that 
they would stand by their report before any forum or authority, 
leaving it to the readers to adjudge the matter on its own 
merit with open mind, 

22,, Tha series of the above reports appears in the daily 

editions of North Indian Pntrika under the caption - The ilnn 
of mystery - I to Xifll under the head-lines and on the dates 
mentioned below : - 

I,«The Intellectual Revel - 20th December 1985 
* II,- Stalking the rebel - 21st December 1985 

III - The fair" lady comes at midnight - 22 nd 
Deceiber 1985 
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IV * - "I pledge to ..eep this Gccret" - 23 rd Dscenber 
1936 

V - A Lairs t or a Statesman? - 34th December 1935 

VI - Tail-tele laps - 31th he camber 1985 

Jill - 1 he r.nme Law Lurks - 37th December 1985 

VIII - A Cxosa orusn wita the ndminist rnt ion - 3£i 
J nauHcy 1986 

i 

IX - Tne Ultimate refuge - 5th J an n ary 1936 
X - i-'insh-back lu heemsar - 3th January 1986 
XI - Discovering n dead trail - 13th January 1986 
XII - The uiliranto feed-back - 13th J nnunry 1935 
XIII - A doctored Version - 19th January 1936 
XIV - 1 he Last Days - 20th J ftnuery 1986 


XV - He talked of Germany, Japan - 21st January 1986 

/ 

XVI - The silent evidence - 22nd January 1986 

I 

XVII - “The man was Lubhas hose" -■ 23rd J nnu ary 1985 

/ 

VJ 

4^ 

Xerox copies of the relevant outtinps from the said newspaper of 
the relevant dates, as available to roe, are annexed hare to and 
marked collectively with the setter 11 B" • 

■’ . I 

23 # while I will/ crav^ reference to the contents of the 

■ above investigation reports in greater details at tue time of 

I 

hearing. 1 n.ay state Chfct the some professedly relate to » 

. A 

E aim ay nci, who care to Indin from hepnl anu stayed at different 
p»rts of U .p . during the period from 1350 to 1935, his last 

l 
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place of abode be I nr, at ^niRnbnd (U.P), where he is reported to 
have j.n id down his mortal remains on the 16th Sept e aba r 1935 at 
9-45 P,i»# ana was cremated on the 13th September 1935 in n 
completely wrapuea condition by an assorted group of lo men, 
highly literate on the one bind *nd rustic on the other. Such 

i 

cremation of the completely urnpoed body is stated to have t token 
place on the high ground of "Guptar - Ghat" on thebbanku or 1 the 

sacred Saraju river, unare Lord llama himself md ;is aiana had 

\ 

taken "Jal Samadhi'* aeons ago, the said place not being a 
era nint ion ground and nobody saving nnd any opportunity to oce the 
dead buoy after tne alleged -death or before tn= saiue' w ns reduced 
to a see 3 In a completely wrapped condition, 

34, it uili also appear from the above report a tint in 

spite of messages having been sent to his acquaintances at 

Calcutta, wno used to cisraa to the said Sanyasi and had 

opportunities of meeting him, none turned up nt trie tine of 

cremation. It is axsu stated in too said -In vc litigation reports 

; 

that quite n number of m n and women known to tns said 3 any a si 
used to cone to his places of abode on the 33rd day of J nnunry 
every year to celebrate the birth anniversary of the said 
ortiimyasi. i he people who visited him included c^uce associate 8 

of iietnji Subh*\3 dhnndra boss -ike Gmt noy and ohri Pnbitrn 

c 

donan hoy . 

Lo* i he inventory of artica.«s reft behind by the said 

3 ana ny a si mid prepared by tne local pu_ice in the presence of 
local witnesses included various items capable at* being 
considered as bearing association and/or identity with fetaji, 
dhile Dome det-uie of* the said inventory of articles are pared by 

l 

the local police an.i tn<ten charge of by tVw Government tire avail- 
ing is in the 31 id renortt* some of the items ra 00 Sta d about are 
listed heiow : ** 
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(a) Besides household. gooau, n xot of silk, materiel, crockery 
of Japanese orLgin, a Inrge number of books in Rngiish, 
Bengali and Hindi, personal belongings including a 

i 

golden ring, one watch C Omega,)* one pocket watch (Rolex) 
and another Swiss made watch. Ibis pocket watch closely 
reserablea to the one which Netaji used to carry, as is 
evident In many of bis photographs. 

(b) Power glasses with golden frame that c? j n be likened to 
the ones which adorn the photograph cf Netnji wefce also 
recovered* 

(c) But the most significant material comprises a large number 
of books, newspaper clippings anil other documents that 

one way or toe other relate to Subhas Chandra Boss. 

(dj Powerful German binoculars, a typewriter 'Empire' of 
England, a National Panasonic tape -recorder, 'philips' 
record playersy a selected records of la gore, Nazrul 
Islam, blsoiilxan JthBn and /ilaynt Khan, jewellery boxes 

though empty found in one of the boxe3. 

I 

Ce) A letter written by one Traptl to the mysterious man 
in 1967. 

(f) A letter written by one Amnl ftoy addressed to f>hY*i Smnnr 
Guha bearing raferenceo to Forward Block people communi- 
cating that Shri Samar Guha wne an important link so far 
as the mysterious man was concerned. 

(gj a packet containing six letter? to burga p raced Pandey 
of Bast I were found in one of the trunks - two of them 

I 

dated the 10th February 1967 and iilst February 1967, 
written duringthe mysterious man's stay at Basti, one of 
the letters containing the statement 3 “You had been an 
ex-ICS Officer*! of scnol^rship with far ranching command 
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over iinglish, January <23, was celebrated no your birth 

day nere, the most auspicious day of the country". 

I 

c- 

(h) A copy of the reore3antntion dated the 19th Aug. tot, 

1977 by Sari Buitatnal Ghosh, iiditor of Jugantnr, Shri 
Sudhnngsnu Kuiiur of the Hindu at nn Standard, Lhri 
Gitnram Seksnria, Gnri hwijeudri Hath San Gunta, a 
former M.P., Dr.Ajit Kumar baa and Shri Sunil Das, a 
journalist and cruse associate of betnji, pleading for 
re-opening of tne inquiry into the mysterious 
circumstances under which he had disappeared. 

(ij Another Quipping of a newcpnpt r with the headline 
"hetaji ftaimn jdain - three pieces. 

(j) Some of the letters sent by one Unnubhni stating that 
if Jietaji re-appenra^ people will ooriia out to help 
him fin ait daily. 

(1c) An old letter dated J nnuary 20 f 19t34 by Ghri Bunil Das 
Gupta, a journalist known to be a close associate of 
Hctaji Cubhas Chandra Bose, containing reference to 
Shrl PrnffullaC Chandra Sen in connection with lifting 
of the ban on January 23 celebrations of Jietaji's birth 
day and also bearing mention about the writer's meeting 

i V< 

with Shri Burendro lonan Chosn, who hal met Ewnmi 
Shpradanand of Shaulcisri Ashram for two days and stating 
that Sbri Surendra Mohan Ghoah had met 3hri Jawarlal 
iiehru, Dr.iifljendra Prasad -ini Sbri Morarj i Desai before 
his meeting with Swaoi Shardanand. Another striking 
feature of thisisttar' is a fact mentioning that after 
the "plane crash" Ketnji's name had been dropped from 
tne list of War Criminals sines the Allied Power nnd 
British Government had accepted Netaji as deal and that 
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ha will be treated as an imposter in case ha re -appears. 
This latter further says that after talks with Shri 
Ghosh , three pertinent -ujintn hove emerge 1 (1) He 

believes that Ntetaji is nrive (2) He is alive to the 
probability of dacxaring Netaji as an imposter under 
certain circum stances in the event of nis reappearance 
(3j He is keen to reach Netnji if he could trace him. 

Cl) Co jigs of an astrological magazine, "Bhavishya” of 

Allahabad dfitcd the 38th Way, 1981 carrying an item ofl 
Subnaa Chandra Bose. 

(m) A newspaper clipping referring to the writ petition 

O- 

filed by one f re adorn fighter Gnri hand bar 3 in rum, 
pleading for nne enquiry into Kctaji's whc re about s, 
containing reference to the fact that Shrl Sharmn had 
produced extracts from th? diary of Methyl Cubhas 
Chandra Bose. 

(n) The clippings of a scries of 3d articles headlined 
’Plane crash isaa plannee story 1 ' safely kept in a file. 

( o) Among one rnrge number oh books on national and inter- 

national affaire was found a book ’Life Beyond Death - 
Netnji Through German hens’, v * 

(p) Postal stamps released on Hataji's birthday (January 23, 

i 

19Q4) wsre nlaof found preserved. 

(q) A Bengali uaixy of., Calcutta carrying news about un- 

\ 

veiling of Netaji'B statue, 

v. 

(r) A latter from Sbri Surandrn Singh chowdhrl barring referene 
to Shri Bnhuguna, Shri Ha.j Narnin and other lenders of the 

I 

Janata regime. 


- I 32 I * 



\ 




* ' 








/&»? 


(sj Extracts of the corn; rove re ial of Khosla Comraiafclon* s 
Report typed in 4o' pages. 

(t) Typed copy of the statement made by Shri Dwij uadca Hath 
Bose before Khosla Commission. 

(u) original summons issued by Advocate -Cor.mi ssioner of 
24-Parganas to Shri Suresh Chandra Bose (brother of 

Netaji) for appearing before the C&urt of the District 

c 

Judge on August 17 in connection with the Commi ssiun * q 
proceedings. 

M 

(v) A large national flag with rope and ot rings* 

( w) Carefuixy-scalad maps of almost all the places of the 
mysterious man's sajoum, besides those showing the 
places of his close associates including y nbitrn Mohan 
Roy. 

(xj Letters of Lhri Pabitra Mohan Roy with the address of 
Bum Dura Park., Calcutta -700055. 

(y; ft big parcex fiiom Shri P.M.Roy dated hlarch 29, 1933 

* * f 

containing 13 Bengali bocks mid a njagazine. 

(z) Books or Karat Chandra Chatter,) ae, five volumes of 

'U^bnbharat 1 in Bengali, two Bengali books wit if* Met n,J i* e 
photographs ou the cover and two Oxford Dictionaries 
were in the heap of document o lying in the room where 
the mysterious man was living. 

.» 

( an) pipe-tobacco, two sealed bottles of very old foreign 

brandy, boxes flf homoeopathic medicine h, eurx-ency notes 
of nil denominations valued about 5000/-, woailen 
gannate of large size and saffron clothes. 
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(ab) Khaki pant (32" x 44") Tee Dees Dressers - -ini a sky- 
blue half shift - Tea De-ss Dreeoers. 

(pc) b coloured photograph of Svmmi Vlv^knnnndn, 

(ad) An album oi’ foreign origin meticulously maintained 

preserving the photographs containing 13 family group 
photographs oi' bubhas Chandra Ruse in different 
settings, cue of them being Uetaji with his mother and 
father, 

(ne) Six plastic covered bnck-stmidw with Kstnji in 

different pose and his family members, one such photo- 
graph containing the caption below 

"Janukl Kath with hie family " , in which Subha s 
Chandra Sose is found on extreme right. 


m 


2Q# As far as I am aware i the art idles balongint to the 

said uannnyasi, which were taken possession of by the local 
police, are still lying in the local Co*rt and have not been 
disposed of, I have al30 cone to know that some relations of 

Netaji raid a claim oV«r the aniu property but the matter is 

I 

Still pending adjudication. .1 uq not aware of any steps that 
might have been taken by the Gove enm-ant cf U.P. or by the 
Government of India to find out the truth as to the identity oP 
the sniu b ami ay n si and his activities during tha period cf his 
stay in different partsfl of Uttar Pradash after coming to India 
from Hepai, according to the a^ovo investigative report of the 
Journalist* Although tha said report rsf?ra to his coming to 
India from liepr.1 in idoo, 1 have ascertained from some people, 
who had connections with the -.ate pabitrn fciohrui hoy, that the 
banriayaoi gave indie at ians to bhri Hoy that he Came to India in 
the year 1939 along with the entourage of Dalai Lame, 'the 
Government of Uttar pradash ahould be able to give a correct 


i 


r 

& 



account aa to tha exact purlod from which the sni i Srmnny^si 
had oeen living in tha h snii iitnte . 2 he circumstance d under 

* ijM * • 

which t ho allaged da ad body of the Sarin ay a si was burnt in such 
rayeterioue manner, no aJ&oranald, at a place which ic not a 
cremation ground and iafiormntion as to whether the persona 
responsible for auch mysterious type of cremation were able to 
produce any death certificate containing the particulars of the 
deceased should be available in the records of the r.P .Government 
or of any judicial proceeding that may be pending In the local 
Court involving the properties reft behind by the said Sminnyasi 
and taken posse salon of by the rocal police after preparing an 

s 

inventory an stated in the above investigative report of the 
Journalists. 

27* I am also not aware if the Government of Indi* is ^ 

relying on the alleged identity of the said Snnnnynsi ns expounded 
by the said Journalists and treating nio alleged death in tha year 
1985 no the death of Netfiji Subhns Chandra Bose Tor the purpose 
of describing the award of "Bharat Rates'* on him a a posthumous* 

Ttje extraordinary stand taken by the Government of India in their 
aff Ida vita- in -opposition purporting to rely on the dl wearied 
re port a and finding a of the Shaw Nawaz Commit tea and the Tthosln 
Commission in pretended support of th-i said Award being described « 
as a postnuraous one raias genuine suspicion that there ic^ 

reluctance on the part of the Government of India to disclose the 

3*t 

t 

4 ^ real facts as to Netaji's death, even if according to them, such 
death took place suhseqant to the alleged air crash* Snfch 
riluctance may be founded ca a determined unwillingness on their 

.3 

part to deBsemiaate information to the people of thin country ns to 
the whereabouts of Het^i aft or 10th August, jL945 -»iM the piece 

I 

and date and year of hi 3 alleged death at any subsequent point of 
time because that slight involve incidents, personalities and 
countries landing an a -lament of 3 auslvity to tha entire episode 
according to the estimation of those responsible for taking such 


i 
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a decision to completely black, out information in the above 
regard. 







88, IV is, therefore, in tna fitness of things that full 

facts about the said Snuna.yasi and hie alleged death Ln the year 
1985 should be disclosed before this don'ble Court and the 

C- 

Government of India should to ice a definite stand ns to whether 
adcoiiing to their iaf orwntiun nud cacor-ls the said Srmnayasi was 
no other person than Neb^ji Subhae Chandra Boss himself . In case, 
howavar, the contesting respondents take a different stand as to 
tha identity of the said Gans.aynai they should be c filed upon to 
satisfy tnis llon£bla Court as to why complete silence has been 
ffinintained by them over tha Matter daswite publication of the 
above investigative reports in -a wall-known daily nowspaer of 
North India in 17 instaliueuts stretching over a period of about 
three months. If, however, the Government of India do not dispute 
the correctness of the eetitaatiou of the sail Journalists as to 
the identity of toe Ssmnynsi, they should be cowing forward with 
full facts about the stay of Netaji Subhats Chandra Boss in the 

i 

Indian territory for n period about 35 or 85 yg*,rfl or ho from 
1950 or 1969, as the cnee may be, and the reason as to why his 
identity was not publicly acknowledge cl nnd declared, In that 
event, the contesting respondents should also disclose satisfactory 
records to establish that the said Snnnnyasi being norther person 
than Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose himself actually died cn the date 
and place ns reported by the said J oumali ct s and V: the dead hotly 
that was nctunliy cremated in bucu a mysterious manner in a 
completely wrapped condition was that of fietnji Subhae Chandra Bose 

HQ, i had the opportunity of tueeting Bhri Nirmal Nibadon, the 

principal investigative reporter of the said series of reports 
appearing in fiorth Indian patrikn in course or some of hie visits 
to Calcutta, during after the publication of the said reports and 


discussing with him dlff a rent aspect 3 cf hie investigative report s. 

He told me tnat there wan great impra scion in the minds of the 
people interviewed by him tnnt the aannnynei was ttet*ji himself, 
although he nev«r came cut openly to sny so to the local people* 

* i . 

He also tola me that on the basis ot* the information available to 
him from the people whoi^ had met the said 13 an nay a si on several 
occasions that he was Hetaji, He particularly mentioned about 
Hr*P,Bnnex‘,Ji wad his family of Faigabad. who were associated with 
the Hwmayaai over a logg span of time and expressed hi a strong 
impression in favour of their feeling about the identity of the 

f 

said Sannyasi that be wes iietnji Subhas Chandra Bose himself, I 

also got the impression from Shri flibedon that he shared the views 

i * i 

of quite u large numbers of local people that r.he mysterious ere Amato! 

tion of a completely wrapped dead body w tie nothing but a subterfuge 
to cover the Srannyaai's escape from Ayodhyn reaving behind his 
articles as proof of his real identity. As an investigative 
journalist 1 felt satisfied about the correctness of the findings 
and views of Shri JKirro»l flibedon, who unfortunately died an 
unexpected death within a short period thereafter, 

30, 1 could not mention about the above a vents ia try earlier 
affidavit | as the flue containing the newsppsper clippings of the 
above investigative reports was misplaced or lost. X have since 

■l 

baea able to procure copies thereof which ara being annexed hereto, 

/ 

as stated hereinbefore. 

I 

31 . The facts And cixcumst ance s of the case as revealed in 

those investigative repots do reouire, particularly In tha context 

■? 

of the stand tsfcen by the Government cf India in their several affi- 
davits filed in the instant proceedings, that in order to 

-* ; l 

effectually adjudicate the points of controversy involved the rain 
the State of Uttar Pradesh through its Chief Secretary and the 
district jiagistrats, Ayddhyn should be impleaded as re open dent- a in 


tho instant proceedings. The Managing Editor of the North Indian 
Pntrika, Allahabad Pntrika (p) Ltd., 3A Patri.kn .vbirg, Allahabad 
should also be added as u party- respondent in the end a of justice 

3<i. I submit that if nlL the above fadtt. nre taken into 

c on side rut i on along with those pleaded in my earlier affidavit 9 
this Iion'ble Court should be pleased to (juash nnd/or Get aside th 
impugned conferment of posthumous award of "Bharat itatnn" on 
Netaji Cubhns Chandra Bose and the impugned documents purported t 
bd rexied on by tho Govrmr.ent of India in pee tended supnort of 
their contention that Netaji died in the alleged air crash on the 

loth August, 1'3<L5 at T aiholtu nnd to pnaa suitabre orders in the 

\ 

case in trie ends of justice. i 

bC. iitntaiflents made in foregoing paragraphs 1 to Cl (both 

inclusive ) are true to my knowledge, whiie those in paragraph 31 
are my respectful submissions before this Hon 1 ble Court, 


Prepared in my office 

AiUlytJJuxU" 

Advocate 


&lj 7 ^tb^OvvJ^v IVl/urrirpjV 



The deponent is . known to me. 

1 1 \5~6jj ^Lo ~^o'i\o A ck>'^ 

Clerk tor?; . JVWVal'lV^jX 4 


X* 


Solemnly affirmed b3ford me > 
t his. . , , . . .day of November 1993 


■A 

Commissioner 
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Ministry or Homo Affairs 
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j«X?qopl*is In ffiturUBh-imi TUnrli 1 nclm! irur 
«n» anth«Btlo»«M copy «aoh Of th« 5^S?t 
U l? OIMV ' raftIi Cotmiailon to Inquire into 
th^disoppoaranc* of N*ta n Subhnn Chandra 




Cfi) .1 copies of th* Momorandtim of the action 
tftlcan on the Report (In Hindi nrd Knrliah) 
in accordance with tho provialona of 

Aot^lSSs* 4 ° f th9 00111,101331003 of Inquiry 



the House on the Hrd September 4 i 
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MW DSUTT-iy th; ’ nri September 1 1074V 

jimMMMimr 

‘ ‘ Uu ^ ■* ' ^ Nfl^ajL-X na^lrr. Conmiaglnn. 

t J *f . 

The undersigned is Jlreotod to forward herewith I 

(l) 12 ‘copies in 2tn*lish .and Hindi Including 
one mithontl anted uor>jr onah of the Report 
the one-man Ilocmiaoion to inquire into 
ft ,l i^L a appear ana o of Notali Subhus | 1hara' l ’ , n 

.C3 l^'-cOTpi-Ofl of tha Manoranban of the notion 
v >'' •■ f 1 ' ■ :' •/ nk»Jl’, .0 n the Rep O r t (in Hi ndi and TCngl I ah ) 

ij 1" y '*'r‘ ; : radoord /urn o wi th the p rovi along of 

^ ■ ’'."'ieobtlon n ( 4 ; of the Ccnnm ins Iona of Inquiry 


V 




t* r* x 


Aot, 1933# 


v tJ. • .V for being laid on the Table of the House on the 3rd September, 


O 

c - * 


275 opara apples of tho Report ■* n English -inrl 50 
/ .copies of the Report In Hindi are also sant herewith for 

s circulation* . 1 
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Under Secret ary to the Govt, of India, 
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b CMftrtV. dfibhn Secretariat 
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Sootion (OTA) 
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cAda^SI ANCFC HFL.V n F0 TP TUB 1)1 □ A f q n 5 AH AXF_0F /-,.• 

'.T-F.'TA.TT fUlRI-l At (IHArlDlA 


A jAt UtiJ 


tT oTAjAit A j chafpia aW 
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By Covornraont of India notification No *25/>14/7Ci-Pol3*33^i •/ : .;■ 
dated llth July # 1970 Shri O.D.XhoAla, rotitGd^of 

Punjab HI eh Court, was appointed mid o r ' til a * fwff B,tf £ o to /< ; 

Act, 1952 to inqulro into tho f aots - and o 1 ^ 

th o dl s app ear ana o of-NotaJ A~3ubh afl- - Ch and r a. dJ<3 dh f lft 1 $ $#j +* 

^ ,, *■ ' : * v‘**' vjfr'-' * 1 

subsequent dovelopnontg connected therewith? , ' * ' -* 

* >-v t, ’ 'i A ‘ 

2 ’; Tno Commisglon completed tho inquiry and subml tt 6A-ir#A^, -> :,A 

i v*;. r£n< ' 

report on Juno 30, 19 74. c . . - ■ ■ ^ r*' ; * 

I' p *■ * Jl '“4" * 

37 Tho Govornmont-lrayo' examined tho rep6ht and ht^Qr, Ifiw- 

deci-lort to accept the ffrtllnso of the ConmlSsl6ti that 

•-crash -on- tho IBtfr "“Jin gttS "t * , 

. A-w. ' ■■■■ .7 t^vsw# 

■V'V.'i •■■;' *• ' * ,. */',*• >>' 

* s - 1 * ■ j 1 .** . . ■ ;\~>r d J . ' .*'■ V A 


8-ubh.as Chandra Dojo tllod. in an air 

at 'Saihotax pirfiold in Taiwan'.' - j , i< - >:r q 

4V This noport is placed before the v.tff&tt 6 ;&I3 jV . 

uni or 3 ub-oortlon (4) of 3ootion 3 of *« 

*■ y ^ _■. - /f ■ J y F ' . J* • 
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Hie intellectual rebel 




From 


Ntrmai Nibcdon, with Vphwambhar Nath Arora 


Dec. 19 — The 

trail i* co. a, but m c ksicte at© 
hav— me hot test -ever in uie hts- 
tcry of p:>st* l independence ina*». 
u Os .September IB, 1965, 3Ji 
^ sorted groutT^of 13 nifihiy 

i L on tiic One hand* and 

rJruaUc on 'Jit other, hurriedly 
Jcrvrr.juod & body on tnc- m**» 
^ground of Quptar a hat on Uie 
HDanitj* of the aacred, Krrey-fircc-n 
jf^nryu rver where Lord lbun* 
1 mure if* and he alone, h*d taken 

J "Ja' SumAdhP aoons agn. 

! J 

^ The pjrc hastily In exno- 

jl> a; i » p m. But more or thU 
Jcplv*)© tetcr. Tor now win in*' 

, I^.,d a sordid spectacle Uuu even 
iOaUiiM cannot cnooee but pity. 
The ,nv«iUttM'ona and piling 
together of the exciting malcruB 
pwvirvup lu n g [y col keted by nJ g ht 
and day led ua *0 tne inescap- 
able belief that the man who left 
the world three any* before the 
crctu ation * as one of the grem- 
rM pcr^JocnAJitinfi | this country 
evrr h*l wr*o had left the world 
f unknow n and unsung. Tlrxse Who 
were around the leaping flame* 


were not afrlctly th* kind of per- 
sona to have gauged the poten- 
tiate of the body which was be- 
ing so swiftly turned Into ashes 
— Into dusr, 

Lf he was a aamt of such i 
high order, why vu he not 
burled *4 the custom dictate* I 
Why wii he consigned to the 


established contact wlrh Dr 
PmvUra Mohan Roy, once the 
top functionaries of the fierce 
service of the led ten NatiocjJ 
Attnj. 

The tftree~tr,cn:lvlang invests 
gallon threw up a battery o£ 
questions. What is the truth be- 
hind this legend cooctmlnx a 



flames In aUch an uadXual man- my*t*rkxu personality wjxxn t» 
nnr, that too, a t\*t delay oX , body hM ever seen. but only 
thre e whole days, and, at wno&d ^beard his role* from behind a 
explicit directives? The evidence curtain or a closed door, 
later wifreated 'that Anupam All the characters wer* mX 
MLvhra, son of Dr,[ K P Misting Out of the seven \oz*\ person* 
rushed to Calcutta and there he Involved in the *v*nr* hlppeo* 

- I 


Inga irtminl the itan* Dre were 
d>wrv*o-earth dty men, w^3ety 
travtUed, and professionals, hid. 
Ir.g buck a lot of Information, 
but unanimous on one fact about 
the Man, lUthesltsUngly declar- 
ing thsl He was **a great perso- 
nality*' Indeed. 

Wkhin the first f etf weeks Of 
the t n Teat 1 ret Sea, one couW not 
help but com© to the 4 ocodurtoo, 
despite the hearty aceptkhsra* 
that here ru s man Indeed who 
portsmsed de^-p *Ucbm and 
arnuxge povm a person who 
haj wrested from nature a ma> 
levy over fncceti inrtfibk and 
imanglbk. Rut ooruXani vlgU- 
a nee vm needed to *JTtTevu thU 
ccoclu?don, AH through the too. 
tuous trails, w« were compelled 
to matntalft a crtlicaJ but not a 
hfwilie eye whrrvTcr wo went 
aep^^eBnc th* wheat froen fho 
chaff* as tt tvte. crverlook ! n g th^ 
liberal paint »nd plmliful rar- 
r.lfih of the tlmpk foHc with the 
rwr that truth can aUM on its 
evxp fees. At the aamo time* h 

e- ^ « 




m- 


/<h r 
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ESEMBBaBmaaEg g ? sing teaa & 6feria 



duplex Ghat* \iticfc tbe 

i grrd tllUV 


tV»b»“ * u umilj etemurd. the only mortal (o hare brr ■ t»* 


KHOH I' AO E ONE 


The mail ol mystery 

w ft-' ;v &:nKumt a;.-: pc:>i»- t u vu*l tints (or hi* sunltii umi: jn Awa-tv the Punjab and 

» n*nine«iu one, Uiivl beior* h:s death. Of «*»><. nor* d.rtd »{„ lUnd „, lnulnln - . ' u .en* * 

"« M^n w try y-r Juc* In tUu raise • .ubjee: c« » topie -Met, ^ n „ hJ(h 
a-Jhime Dwiw FOTtum the Man did not lnlUsid. It «a. of t} , wl*»f«ll*- .taro 

neewut came in cues! of u* aiw ay. He »ho etote the subject ^ c 1'**“ 

Alter a month It was H^Un* and oiten In » sporadic xar.r.et. : p, ..... ... 

mcuirtia«ly clear to mt ana m> manner. None dare duestlor. Wa ^,„ n cf lhe Mln „ fc , lhe ' ^ * 

i*- 

frf 
Ike 


HO 

0 



oeKirc :n equally mcfeaulQUs peraon *h 0 , xlilyntiiy. ^iycd * 


xortd. 

Af> f AT as the rustic* were ctm 
c 1 1. i-vj , ;t was always E<xifc b ot 


e ru C arrasszne at. An a S on i*r. *r* * 
prmoagvcl 'oliowcd cvtrj 

p;ercir.£ (jjesiion. 


There wn 


rtut role tn the Ls:f: diyv c! "be 
Mjn Tho Choi* to >•*** t 
unfcno* n 4 

The more Te so_*h: for i- ' 
nation, she more *e relrea^i >i.'- 


&adL 

certain Vi:*: f*cxi f it veered to 
v* »ere >,e^* ^crei. Ott 

5 M t;j nfcil 1 -!* * ff ( C uh. 

:t Ttc*; a o£*r»tir,5 f Ui 

deci'fs _rdhr dfrp cov*r and 
4-T under Kis crrvr.and the 


U'*^ lutd suspicion writ m«e on 1>J - InTei '-f* l!o ' ' itre ;o >, ftp h!, I'.cu'lij’ uq- 

;;;““ OL two ot UK br tfte »«* *!>« i« ft. 

o fn ciiOHrac^r^ Jsaowo to have on: *a*s .^e to **Cnc* j-orr^e J'O klkrrrsrTrrt 

. h e confidanis of "the Maa * ^* Il T rtT it»t Uozz Ajodh?^ 

who had Ic/t lus body . 11 We real- hving in nukc-Mfi h-ju. lbe B# ^ T J/v t t 


wno 

isc<3 nicDiUy waat 


1 sp^U 
frltnd x>t 

di^cglt hAfiJIy any food md pr»>i^ to rh!\ the *nd tost , 

lime I ever referred ifcbout Mfn>» 


ia.Sk LL wn-s to help the art'?*- O od. 

101 K to UhU tholr 'oneurs atiJ The idxLn (oration in general a-j-ts^clr poi «K»n I rne( him lae 

s , wa k c.vtaWLy, ^rsotu always »nd ih« (ostrnmtnt asendei ■*••• «., s< turlou. with m I 

... oi .tie u;wiw-*-n. hardly of any help In ihe irm- «uj .srndfr with i<t fww did the 

H.,.,; mmiii nm.mituis «" ftr Itjailons. Man m u m>sier Bat* tuo* ahat 1 h*d uid. Jl 

Uip lcrrn ill *n;cn a '. 0 Jt.li IM.I nous w ihm u to any cazra) In- a verere scoldtr.p ihn I re- 

qolrer. The general defence »a. telrM (rcr n mm I did not hire 

blfQ 

*vef r^r dU he r-^er rnr 

for wunt ^e*tt iftrr i inn- 
dem" KftCr* 0:»p*l 3hri 

mnn. H >. *n If! tt»c4er mv 

Pwijkann Vedk* Irjier ColJe^t, 


Ute 

iepi 


UV dc 1 \CH ;o bo Inter- t ^ lt 4t 1(IJ( ifl ^ U urtated 200 uxzii ^ :our*;< 10 t*U 


^+e'*Vd 4, id plu>Uni*apncCi ot ^ Winderinjf ulmv— or begirt, U 

ymr like — come to and If a re Ayo* 
A % i h hvo'j.i ihe \ d Tdh.'.n' r a* + on 
tHPinjj iry ih* rrar^e 


UU; to i.)Ul stnitw m ncout out 
c^*r.eiwe Ttvii >*-s -in^vi* 
Sin ‘vd^Ult . lj>Hleni> wiw, l J 


>c srv; 10 bre^k meir ohrorilc ^vtduaA -a icfliary ft* 

pLiC* Im* U*o ira*n ihe nviCdm; tn ’ ^ ► 

— .. -^w — i fTi Tlr I . . _ 

CsrdJ ^ ^ C <• o-i j .% j^Xf t 


. k 




Ccyvij. f.' _T 'U.>'f 


.l' lye 








want to break their cnromc m* 

crrr* for tbe nlUr« or *'Je*ra<lnJ 
City nu*-u T *h4 gem; fatly ^Jv.C5 
5cs neither sympathy nor under' 
standing of the subtleties of pie* 
(l:u purity. amd compassion, 
they Inter ^id, was neve r in the 
Jungles of the a nos. Only when 
mey weiu cctivirtaed that we too 
wsc: e independent investigators of 
j trutn, they made certa.n tJVi.w- 
uona, but hep, secret whm they 
■!:U‘riihea most. 

Here was yet another dassi:a.l 
exampVa of a personality who 
tKouiu nave excited Che cutiolUy 
oi men like Uurnoul, Coltbrookg 
and Max Muller, who ail baa 
proved so succinctly that thi 
■‘hcji mens’* who lived In me 
sub-conUncnt with tlvtir innum- 
crablr Q<x!s and Ooddwca wera 1 
ooi stupid xs their Q*n ignor- 
mice had presumed. 'Panda” i 
llAm Kii.'iore MUlua. •Teertha 
iIMrohll" ot Ayoonja. iaitr pr<Jv- 

I erf It to the hut. For he was one 
ot the privileged few who met 
die Man fuco-to-face. the 
they had cremated in & great 
hurry., and In such tvn ‘unusuaa 
spot". to quote the official spetes 
miv-n of the administration oi 
the twin townships ot FaiLADa;j 
and Ayodhya, and for that mat 
ter, the entire district- 
Indeed, first-hind iDveitltfMion 
was the only answer la thii hxl 
lowed -spot. for auny others fi*d 
unne before uj to unravel the myi 

Uilct Ot nxviejr* pinning cimju:,i 
alld Juggle 1 1 whh pi out frauds 
ludistiimlnwely mixing hearty 
with lac is, Th* cOmmomense at- 
titude wai the only way for u* 

10 achieve s fcln^ of limlied break- 
through Into the cicely guarded 
itrracy In which, the man wii 
eirtfully enshrouded for more 
ibfin three decade*. a Man cons- 
iifitly on ihe move rtotn the pry- 
ins eyev of the populate, »tth 
ihf help of an Inner bind of ih* 
filihful bound by a vow to keep 
hit IdentHy a tecret ail their liv- 
er until "the ippolnted hour" 

A1l through, *t were hiunted by 

the suspicion that the character! 
around the cremated Man were 
imposters attempting to commicc 
a theological piradl^e and going 
ihxit ihrlr budrtrv* ■* If they 
mere Dod ' nwn r^iite nitmt. W»i 
ThLi itrategy only * covct-up op»- 
t n f lot n " The deception .vcnxd 
complete. The eomtiient projec- 
tion that the Man in a ^'Oisna - 
ml BanysM.” a crsrrveJ and r#- 
ciuvlte wvlru. who tho*c to deli- 
ver hU oncuUr Imiructtom frotw 
behind a closed door, or an ochre 
curtain, drove home mto ih# 
hrviks of tht spiritually Inclined 
cltlxenx of the dNtrltf. hut eo »U 
Intend anj purposes, he appear- 
ed to us to be an intellectual gu#- 
rllla of the rarest kind. 

Tv t iplritualUm tfM not 'h* 
only subject that was being 
cuved ’tvi'a^en ihe enconced Man 
ftnj hh bind v*f «he faithful, all 


,«Unduais ,lu , jtoUimjy mrtatx, nr 

ffdrrl the r -j ■ ft* ,w t 

i*ot*ied j*ver bjr^o, ~en 
have been <3rrofing thefr en^L-w 
existence to practieei they be'Jevc 
aiH being; ailtmculoxji powen. Af- 
ter ail, the tacred jpoti of 
country htvp uev« been , *rLS>^ 
nef traditions of the nyrerfsm 
the tXzcutt. ind ihuv m»ny are ih* 
ai^rlcs being ipr**a4 like i lorfrrr 
fire about thli Man, (An rxrcll ? m 
cover-up operation for a mid who 
was not itrlct^y a iskit). 

Here, then wai yet mother rag- 
red mendicant, but »tth a differ- 
ence. E>en »hiU hiving ensured 

W, k ««“'*ni »*etiritT. cotutint 

mooijity and corn lam mittrust, in 
buiu-up are is and Uotattd placen 
•Hke, he kept Mm*e!f informed 
under h[\ cover of a ‘tinyaij * 1 
■ bgvt ihe storms of pomkil 


a»jkartn Vedic. Inter College, 
ene i>f -be ; hr-cm feir 

ii juj 4 a »:nng oi coinci- 
dent or t hlsiorlraj faet* ThlA J 
It whai ve wonder cd after collat- 
ing tee fac\s the mourn tin of 
eilderice ir hid collect ed thevth 
ordy the (ip of the iceberg, cr, op^ 
pe-e^ber ?X IMI. n Berlin, the* 

. ftn he in tllrgedly impervona* i 
nrg had a very dluurblng dream . 
that air « it n^ w HI In Calcutta. , 
JVr on this dXT, the Japaneie AjLr . 
P'occe, aocse fl.COO milet away, * 
bombed Calruttw Nexi day, early : 
U tSc morning, he aOted hit clCr,® , 
Dr CHflJa Mukhrrje®. t 
ts tei in Immedlifi feedback * 
Jhrough the Axis Inremgewcff 
chtnnelt about the. bombfng lnel- 
Ccni H!i dream turned out to be 
true 

fTo b* Gonrtnqryf) 
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the rebel 

with Vishwambhar Nath Arora 



FAJZAUAD, Dec 20 — * He For r few years he stayed at near tne city - No one knew 

Md no desire to fo Sound a .house situated tn Shringar, who he was, what he w* s 

ichjj! or collect a following* Nags In the Alambagh area* or whence he came, Lnqutsi- 

ard hU ambition seemed to He even spent some sU tt ve ' inquiries who addressed 

* -eich no lari her than pass- months at Khadla village, his escorts received r>o re;>ly 
tr.g unobstruslvcly t (trough 
hie. He bad nothing to add 
■ *> whatever tittle he had said 
'o the rhusen few. Out the 
mountain of materiel left 
r^htnd t^T him would speak 
volume far poslvlty* IhLi 
much was clear as we stalked 
this rebel. 

At every place where 1» 
had stayed. wp left tempo- 
rarily defr^ed. Our Interest 
had not waned, oh the cont- 
rary, It had been 'hclghiculd. 

Tire entire mdeavotir Involv- 
ed scattered and discursive 
investigations, which varied 
from a eng thy cross- exami- 
nation of Mrs. SaraswaU 
Shuk a, whom Baba called is 
Mi JagcUmbe, and who in 
the last days looked after 
nlm as a child since lie could 
walk, to secret tntervlcwi 
with the Investigating autho- 
rities. In this way there was 
a measure of success in pie- 
cing together a fragment^ if 
the story. 

rrvACtiy AS years ago the 
man had slipped Into India 
from Nepal the trans-IUma- 
lay an land of mystery, and 
reached Lucknow city by 
n'ght when Eabu 3 amp urn a - 
r .and was the Chief Minister. 



for their pains. He spoke to 
none, heeded Vo calls and no 

persons. 

The outskirts of a city lUe 
Lucknow were hardly suitable 
for b person wno wun<m^ to 
live incognito, The modern 
recaluse can only and fa- 
vourable conditions In sparse 
jungle spots, forest re treats 
and mountain carries. 

Security was the aTen-ldlng 
concern of this man. Have 
no doubt about It, "Restric- 
ted security" would be more 
apt in the Intelligence tragon. 

A close contact of the mao 
would brief another confi- 
dant about the requirements 
A hectic search would be 
launched for a suitable site* 
more often than not most 
unsuitable for meditation, 
Anifltal ramparts would be 
built to the ancient buildings, 
high brick walls and fenehes 
around the location to secure 
more privacy, knew only 
“A M and not the mam A 
secret cen was constantly at 
work 

And, so, he shifted In the 
dark or night In IVfrt to 
Neemsaran, t pilgrim to*m 
in sitapur, and lived tn hid- 
ing for sir years. The pattern ' 
wjls the same. Whe never he 
felt that hi* cover was going 

an paos b 
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I lie man ol mystery 


to bo blown. he sped away 
in a heavily-curtained car by 
i night with all his possessions 
— following In two hired trucks,- 
His helpers jtccmea to appear, 
from now- where for a iwin 
getaway, like ghosts In the 
night Every *ilte was chase n 
Keeping In mind an escape 
tome to avoid detection by 
all and sundry. The entire 
operation was. In raci h or- 
chest rated by the name leas 
personality ana executed 
with military precision after 
his final clearance. 

On the surface* he aouznt 
none and accepted none. 
Humours often had R In tin 
various locations that he wjs* 
one of those solitaries who 
preferred to live In isolation 
In-order to achieve his own 
spiritual liberation. None 
could foretell the movements 
of this enigmatic figure, 

In 1962. the trail moved 
towards Ayodhya. where for 
the first few months he stay- 
ed at Shankar Nlwros In 
Dnrshan Nagar village In an 
abandoned palatial building 
Jt was a safe house, and 
certain visitors from Bengal 
were expected. _ , ■ 

There artf no lingering sun- 
sets In this part or the 
country. Night comes swiruy 
on tne hecLs of evening. Dusk 
hardly stays. And so It was 
yet another shifting by night 
* to the historic Lal-Kotht In, 

\ Ayodhya olty, yet another 1 
veritable fortress with spraw- 
l ling lawns In the Jront, The 
faithful had chosen the loca- 
i tlon well* had studied tne 
neighbourhood, the character 
and personality of the owner 
of the ’ building— Mr. Vishnu 
Naraln. a banker and multi- 
millionaire. Every site was 
-* chosen as If U were to act ias 
an ambush spot, a tempo- 
rary base for a spill second 
attack and a swift getaway 
This lime the "recce party" 
headed for a much mdie 
lonely spot In another town 
and chose the Isolated IS ha- 


Hr ordered that the t * o a:ar 
entrances be *,ri!cd Ah i t 
bricks Immediately, live ices 
was to nsvt omy one ent- 
rance In the structure facing 
tne rising sun a high wan 
was simultaneously cregRU 
In the southern portm/i ^ ; - 
Ui erj g h a *. *, hi t 1 1 m e * ; . ? r c 

were no neighbouring 
only glades: u; iwa> r.y n:gh 
wa \ all around. I 

lie re he re manner, imps- - 
slve indifferent to the world, 
properly roofed and Ade- 
quately protected in probably 
the safest place his faith ltd 
had never located In the past 
to escape the most persiiten* 
inquirers In the vicinity 

The mysterious mendicant 
who cared not for worldly 
power, because he had virtu- 
ally renounced *11 ana re- 
signed all, had a terrible 
tragedy Age had already 
caught up with him Ho v\j 
reaching almost 90 years 
when he slipped and auner^d 
a compound fracture, so the 
legend goes It was a crisis 
situation for those who were 
In charge of h is security Bo 
once again by midnight, they 
■ hifted the man sometime In 
tms to a secluded apartment 
catRd Ha Bhawan In Falsui- 
had. but not before making 
It an impregnable fortress. 
By all accounts, the man 
knew hU ^nd was nigh 
(To Be Oonioihued) 
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Hie man of mystery 


to be blown, Re sped away 
in a heavily - curtained car by 
i night with all his possessions 
U following In two hired trucks, 
ms helpers necmea to appeur 
from nowwhere for a twin 
getaway, nice ghosts In the 
night. Every idle was chosen 
keeping in mind an escape 
route lo avoid detection by 
all and sundry. The entire 
operation vaa, In tact, or- 
chestrated by the nameless 
personality ana executed 
with military precision after 
his final clearance. 

On the surface, he suugnt 
none and accepted none. 
Rumours often had K in tha 
various locations that he was 
one of those soli t Aries who 
preferred to live In isolation 
In-order to achieve hJLs own 
spiritual liberation. None 
could foretell the movements 
of this enigmatic figure. 

In 1962, the trail moved 
towards Ayodhya, where for 
the first few months he stay- 
ed at Shankar Nlwas In 
Darshan Nagar village in an 
abandoned palatial building 
K was a safe house, and 
certain visitors from Bengal 
were expected w 

There an? no llngerlni ■on- 
sets in this part of the 
country. Night comes swiruy 
on the heels of evening. Dusk 
hardly stays. And ao It was 
yet another shifting by night 
to the historic Lal-Kothi ln ; 
Ayodhya city, yet another 
veritable fortress with spraw- 
ling lawns In the front. The 
faithful had chosen the loca- 
J Uon well, had studied the 
neighbourhood, the character ! 
and personality of the owner 
of the ■ building— Mr. Vishnu 
Naraln. a banker and multi- 
millionaire. Every site was 
“* chosen as If U were to act as 
an ambush spot, a tempo- 
rary base for a split second 
a tuck and a swift getaway 
This time the "recce party" 
headed for a much more 
lonely spot In another town 
and chose the Isolated Sha- 
rtsti Knihl 'b f lo nging to tin 


He ordered that the two ^or 
entrances be veiled wKn 
bricks Immediately, The icea 
was to nave onsy one ent- 
rance In the s.ructure facing 
tne rising sun A high wan 
was simultaneously ereettu 
In tile southern porurm u: - 
tho-jgh a: that time there 
were no neigh touring r. u 
only gUdesrut away ry h:gh 
wa \ all around. \ 

Here he remained, imp 3k. - 
slve indifferent to the world, 
properly roofed and ade- 
quately protected In probably 
the safes; place his faithful 
had never located In the past 
to escape I he most persutenj, 
Inquirers In the vicinity 
The mysterious mendicant 
who cared not for worldly 
power, because te had virtu- 
ally renounced *11 ana re- 
signed all, had a terrible 
tragedy. Age had already 
caught up with him lie w^j 
reaching almost 90 years 
when he slipped and aufTer^d 
a compound fracture, so the 
legend goes It was a crisis 
situation for those who were 
in charge of his security. So 
once again by midnight, they 
thlfted the man sometime in 
1083 to a secluded apartment 
called Ra Bhawan In FaUa- 
bad. but not before making 
It an Impregnable fortress. 
By all account*, the man 
knew hU end was nigh. 

(To Be Contolnued) 
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Uaja of Basil, The man slip- 
ped out by night when his 
numerous trunks which ever 
remained unpacked. Here he 
spent nine long years In 
solitude os time turned page 
after page of the calendar of 
the years. 

Bui lime and circumstan- 
ces, which shall be jzss rated 
later In detail, compelled this 
nameless and faceless man 
to shift again s this time 
through the labyrinthine 
lanes of Ayodhya city oa the 
? day of ‘'Dhamerash*’, two 
^ days before '"Deep twill" to 
Prahlad Dharamshila In a 
Flat car. The house belonged 
** to Panda Ram Klshore Mlsra. 
** An advocate. Mr. Durga Pra- 
" JTI sad Pande of Basil, accoorv-, 
1 panied by M H&rUh Chan- 
dra Mlshra, another Advocate 
of FaUabad, bad approached 
^ the Furohlt. 

The advance guards paid 
jo the Purohlt In advance and 
vc hinted that It would be oc- 
in cuplcd for only two months 
3l 01 so. They kept their word. 
On the midnight of January 
io. Ivo, tne man disappeared 
. without anyone In the crowd- 
" ed locality being any the 
^ wiser as to the destination. 
n The man's Intelligence 
P' wing this time chose an In- 
** conspicuous where the first* 
ninth and tenth oum b»0 
u gaumed for rest and re- 
ox cuper&Uoa This desolate 
quarter belonged to Sardar 
ex Ouni Bux 8tngh Sodhl. Here 
again, hasty foruncauonv 
■r were built, though It was not 
* c necessary in the rear portion 
^ of the building, which was 
on a sheer sliff along the 
, t steady and silent quietness 
of the Saiyu river. Tb* selec- 
1 tlon was such, that this tern* 
v porary abode was Uk* an in- 
'* accessible tomb. C- 

On May 15. i97S, after a 
° scries of strange happenings, 
o* he vacated the hmua mt 
» Orahmakund Ourud warm and 
< shifted to yet anotner son- 
» tary site, the ancient and 
o\ abandoned Lueknowa KothJ 
In Ayodhya Itself, 

The main doors lead to this 
structure over five wide steps. 
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Civic staff 

desired sj had been done 
previous case. 

However. the demonstr Lrs 
had different ideas :*cy 
called for ’gherao’ o] the 
Admlnistor tf he did cm a 
halt to all this. 

In the process of /reelng 
himself from the der fnstr*- 
tors, the Deputy Ad r Lnistra- 
lor fails down and hi Ungers 
were bruised. He wJ ; taken 
to his room, as fly civic 
employees reached ic spot 
on sensing trouble 
became a Tree for 
Reinforced., the 
virtually drove oc 
monstrators. 

Dr. Rajnikant 
Congress Cl > M 
there perchance 
She wrath of the 
employees too. 

Later, the poll' 
ed on the scene 
The workers 
meeting ouisidi 
and condemne 
assessment 
civic elections 
however, dldjfaot Interfere 
and aN;>wed yte meeting to 
go on. 

In the me iUme. the civic 
employees tc 'held a meeting 
at the Nij r MshapaUk* 
auditorium rlth the Admi- 
nlslrator* M: Kalita Prasad, 
who had re :hed the office 
by that Ural Ln the chair. 

The meed g was aUo at- 
tended by y officials of the 
md the Vikas 
and they raised 
of security. The 
dt la understood 
sured them that 
on the security 
aid be taken. 

, the Mahapallfca 
decided that they 
wort until the cut 



d it now 

u\ 

vie staff 
the de- 
lta, the 
rho was 
d U) face! 
hapadka 


also arrjv- 

eld a small 
the gates 
the move for 
bout holding 
The police. 


MahapaiJ 
Pradhlkar 
the Issue 
Admirals 
to have 
measure 
front v 
Howe 
emploj 
would 

prlts /esponsible for the In- 
cident were brought to book. 
A nafned FIR tsi also lodged 
wUtf the police. Senior police 
laU vUHed the place and 
Id 6 enquiries 
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From Nirmal Nibcdon, with Vishwambhar Nath Arara 


AYOBHTA. Dec. 21 — J3y 
now Use )ourrn\ll.i!.lc lrmlncU 
bad been sharpened to an 
abnormal degree by our con- 
cern with the unusual For 
ue were trespassing on for- 
bidden ground, on UtUa- 
known traits which had be* 
come as cold as the winter of 
the year. Having traced tht 
route, metaphorically, I and 
my back-up team had cut 
the 
n 


so 


mldnlcht There we re others 
with him. ihrectobe precise. 


all silhouettes beneath the 
moon. The tall hooded figure 
had quietly entered the buil- 
ding known as Lai Kothi and 
then was lost to the world 
forever There were others 
hastily unloading the trunks 
from the two trucks, two 
Hong all helpers .10 be precise* 
Hut It was the man's third 
companion who aroused the 
curiosity of Ram Swaroop, 
the Mahant of the nearby 
Khalrabftd Tcitiple* which the 
man had to pass during hi* 
nocturnal dashes to the out-* 
side world. “She was a fair 
Bengali lady” said the Mi* 
hant. who witched the goings* 


on from : a discreet distance, 
more out of a general curio- 
sity than any specific Inter- 
est 

Later the intelligentsia of 
the town claimed that tilts 
lady who appeared 'from 
literally nowhere Id 19€X and 
suddenly vanished subse- 
quently. was none other than 
Ula Roy, one ol the closest 
confidants of Nebajl Subhas 
Chandra Bose, the live -wire 
of the women's wing of the 
Indian National Army,! 

Mahant IUm Bwaroop Dust 
, “Swamljl lived In LAlrKotht 
for more than two and a half 
years- He always moved by 

i 


night. He used to go some- 
where on certain nights by a 
green Ambassador cur which 
was always wtU curtained. 
So wsvS his premises, bo that 
no peering eyes could pere-. 
trate the privacy of the 
apartment", 

U vu . clearly trident to 
the Mahanl that the Inmaiea 
of Lai -Kothi were talcing 
extraordinary security pre- f 
cautions. for In any case tol 
get near to the building, o 
would have to walk at least 
10 yards to reach thfl bunga- 
low through a big gate from 
iq unbarred road where 
(3c* Pagt El - 


A fair lady comes at midnight 


Kepoi*-, . , m _ _ 

lha: a first class compart- 
ment of 597 Down Varnnasl- 
Barauni train was set a bias© 
by an angry mob consisting 
mostly of students at Ba.su- 
thak Hal station Though 
the compartment was reduc- 
ed lo ashes, no casualty wu 
reported. 

^ The lra,te mob first asked 
all the occupants of the com- 
partment to vacate It, deta- 
ched it from the train and 
then set It on fire. No fire 
tenders could * Immediately 
reach the spot to Eire tbo 
compartment The passengers 
who were forced t b vacate the 
compartment were later 
taken to N&ndgaj station by 
the railway sod the police 
authorities. 

Hasanpur police station In 
Oharipur district was sot 
ablate by an atvgry mob of 
demonstrators demanding 
the arrest of the police sub- 
inspector who U alleged to 
have beaten to death a rick- 
shawpuUer, The extent of the 
damage was not known. Po- 
lice action, H any, twas also 
not known. * ,Jj 

Aki angry mob of several 
hundred persons aet fire to a 
consolidation office at Ernlha- 
pur, about 35 tan from 
Oharipnr. The office -records 
pertaining to land settlement 




vtrdkt'Af 15S4 *ck 2 u u>» 
of .5ufT*of the Pikissaa army.) 

The Efghth Aaif^irr.eut Cor.a* 
Ut ut Ion, B01 ha* authori.*fd th* 
Frtsfdcnt to * retain bxh th* 
'itflkev But the T-teH 
-s? ill re?* with th* Rrevdervt, 


Special stamp 
on Monday ; 


NEW 'DELHI, Dec. 11,-hThe 
Postal Department will Issue 
n apodal stamp In honour of 
Master Tara Singh In the 
freedom fighter series here 
on Monday, reports PTL 
The stamp will be released 
by the UommunlcaUon* MV 
Ulster. Mr. Ham Ntwas Mir- 
dha, at a funrrion In ‘Tern 
*tu rtl house. The Punjab 
Chief Minister, Mr S S. 
Barn ala, will be the chief 
guest. 4 * 

Printed , La multi-colour, 
the 50 pals© stamp bears the 
portrait'* of Master, Tara 
Singh; k *i ¥ 

Ti l - 


Lai -Kin hi In Ayodhya 




AMRITBAIL Dec- XL — The 
Amritsar polk© 1» * Invtsiigatlni 
Into th* reported circulation at 
a larg*. number of oewnterfri* 
currency notes to certain are** 
of th© district, aocordtag to the 
DUtrict Police Chief* Mr. S 3 
VLrk/rcporU PTL 
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vehicular trade In the mlo - 
tiO's waj an unusual sight; 
only the monkey rraceraity 
abounded In th!s area, ming- 
ling with the populace as in 
the rest of Ayodhya. 

Mahant Ram Swaroop Das 
bad a rather vivid picture ol 
the events of those times* 
though he never could delve 
deeply, nor did he consider U 
necessary, to probe Into the 
antecedents of the man, 
whom some people around 
referred to as "Sw&mlJL”, and 
so did he. The Mahan t did 
espy the Bengali lady ou 
numerous occasions and the 
two Bengali lads, apparently 
escorts of the man. 

Then the owner of the Lal- 
Kothl, Mr. Vishnu Harsln, 
was a flamboyant personality 
of Lucknow, a thriving ban* 
ker and a multi-millionaire* 
Today at St B he Is Indisposed, 
though \V\l the proprietor ot 
Speed Motors, Lucfcnow and 
several other firms. During 
the -man's sojourn at Lai 
Kothl. the millionaire was 
one of the colourful persona- 
lities or the high JiocUty of 
Lucknow, at buay^ mao 
throughout the day. 

He Just cannot corroborate 
the Ma ha fit's certainty of 
time and dates ^nd the mn* 
Wlous goings on In UU- 
KothL 

i 1 

Mr. Vishnu Ha rain ; "More 
than two decades ago a Ben- 
gali person aged about 50 
years approached me for ac- 
commodating a Swam 111 In 
one of my Kothls at Ayodhya, 

I allowed him to live In I*»t- 
Kothl While he stayed at 
La l -Kothl. the Swamijl never 
aupeared before anybody and 
always remained within the 
cloistered Quarters of hU 
room. The behaviour of the 
did lead m* to be- 
lieve that htC XKS a mysteri- 
ous man Indeed” 

In a feeble rendering o! 
the dim nast, the octogena^ 
in n businessman recalled 
t hat wnrd had spread that 
hidden Swamljt was a' 
"vt^ big personality This 
U all he could sav from his 
h#d at a neighbouring 
buntfnJow to La! -Kothl* a 
sinners throw 

The Mah»nt. since he lived 
In rim local? ty tbo5e days, as 
noiff revealed that the. laV* 
^nmUl Dr s*nakan*nd 
Olrl, a Beneall of 

high repute, vUlted the man 


1 

niystery 

’••*•!* . * 
ofmn Swam I Sanakanand 
was highly rejected in the 
area and was the founder of 
the Sanatan Dharcna Indoor 
Hospital, a charitable Institu- 
tion existing to this date, 
*He was the only local person 
in my memory who visited 
SwamlJPi apartment at re* 
frulor Intervals”, said the 
MahantI 

Wh at j transpired be tween 
them lri that musty room ^ 
The Maham could not say 
anything, but certain he was 
and some others In Falaabad, 
that Sw&rni Banakanand em- 
barked bn a European mission 
at 4he behest of Lhe name- 
less mart He returned later 
with a foreign Matador* 
though the gadgets Inside the 
van were confiscated and not 
allowed to pass by the Cus- 
tom authorities of Delhi. 

Once again it ww time to 
move. Events would once 
again move in rapid succes- 
sion. The BwamTs meticulous 
planning and yearning to 
live apart from the world 
once again aroused the curio- 
sity of a person, a policeman 
for a change. The then Ins- 
pector inrh&rge of the Ayo- 
dhya Kotwall, Mr. Jitcndra 
Bahadur Singh, was a vHHor 
to Ms h ant Valdel Raman 
Saran .of Hanumat HI was, 
some 50 yards away from the 
Lai-Kothi where three roatri 
meet Mahant Saran manag- 
ed to send a dUcrrel message 
to Lbe escorts of the man 
that the Invector wanted to 
meet the SwamI face to faceu 
come what may. Ho reply was 
received at the Hanumat 
Hi was. The Inspector wanted 
to live up to his name and 
planned a raid. He was de- 
termined to unmask the man 
In one swift, lightning strike; 
a counter -ambush of say is, 
not knowing that the ground 
had already been chosen for 
any such eventuality. The 
Bahadur Inspector stormed 
In one night with his posse, 
but only to find empty rooms. 
For the man had left with 
his escorts, the fair lady and 
huge tranks under cover of 
twilight i on that very day. 
Mahant Ram Bwaroap Das 
was bewildered; a minted 
man* pondering over all these 
things In his heart 

The man left the town and 
chose Bas.il as hU hide-out* 
(To Be Dominoed) 
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zr 'VAl'aJiiOT ):;M0K)O'nir£WCK>»M0HS inoi9US3*H 


PAQE ONE 


'V'uxjgx tu,Q i>ot hav* lu prompt 
jVi^ t>*?# OJj'lh# Jew c£*JrtCLi*xj* 
I’tfftO wc^g las I he outer oi fUi u. 
^rUjjetcL 4 oTtbeii lire cl in: 

lO-COfri^'* ttlis CQJClUAiQnS 
Vk: Ojftlji- «rj£icJasloa V^bey had 
Ujt before ui. nuid yet iic< 
revtUiai fii£ Ux&ijfcJentltj. ,*.- 
V; ^ - * i 

fcYrtiirw^p 3 M\*u* to men um 
ttbacrvtxl lu^ acuvhi« pura* tnas 
wa^i UO QucALioa I cu reva- 
amninns *aJ u*r Mum . w So oig tnfl 
dinner ^ ivj of nu/d or no use 

;-n.s a.u .- .« „uCl>.k_ jlo> j£wv rt lit; 

oe*untr hw it ouruun t j ao- 


Tbc^bic bouse -built for Sir* StkaU Devi ShukJa at BajU d ow under renovation 


treated ar. uj ;. Froci Cm lime u wu not a 
Dullness Our] cymc.U and d^** tilo-eurth police- 
K'Vjdt tu Dai-U man * ho came uuvder the v:gi- 
30u* mustara of the iLun. U a a* s la ws e r _ 
the htrusa Jdr. Dur^u Prucad^ I^nJeT^wh j 
and Shukla ^llniVk by "the ftlHKir of com 

ctnjoj Uu; Uln cUler**\i ^ruiin.l tin: *banJju*<l 

ihcua,* tjlunuh* KoUiL - t 

a member c4 > ! f m * 

T&aid that he Invariably', around Jacuirs 

rSe^ia rr T rbti* 2J - J3 , ; ear* came b y high t ; p<» 

, Vie - >^iV not oU; lat er Irit-nuflcJ j^ c.iritr^ 

. Ite ever *c<in fro:n_ CsteiliVa" ~brougE|_ d^lcloui 
N eta j l, he re-' 1 Tlxxl 'for“UVe ~\Iin _j?n hd t irxh* 
ivc, ;J , TLiy^Vhlch JeU "en^ Jan udr/ '23 

Cu ii F! 1 t^T*' a S' “pToVed a ri~d , sren 
ire course Cl\ " thaj Qr. pavi tra N Cohan Roy w ax 
Man really one of the ’Ttoc lui n al " v&lic rs IS 

— — 'tii fTM .VTY ^T>I i/’ e . X 1 rT^ Hoy , wiJ 

Z^ 7 uZX 3 ?^FT!l i -OIK *_» t .A 1 lc t m> oi r.ela ljt of 0 1 - 
..fv ■ "■■ ** TtP; f ‘ r ^ r c t a e ?v Q e uf i*:e X ndl a n ^ ’ a r 


th (* \[ an i : P-a -n B rfi * a r* b > a 
rr^ember “of CU f " T>ac 'O U 5 " i e & rr. 

wm tJ.e ::,e c*f 

preparation of C^ of 

Ci<j lEitenab UU by *J:t Man 

at hU ftnal abode at 5>iLrabad- 


are itATtbus d-^jvuifc- 
me a-OO Of tLe liiLsa U* 

cjt-ny c*^j * n*ie v^i 
Man wt* Ja»* ^ 
an uapor-ist jxwiticai 
id»'j’ *n uie ol iu* Or.* 

h-iiiurF ar^’en ro^rr l>* lur 
:.er» dian the uUv*ii o' t :i 
I. iVhJiurj f*-» under 

. r rau.taJ c-**-in ar-J vo: 


Durya Prasad pamdey wrote 
MTfuU had txun an tx-lCti cf 
urolour^i icholarstu? ar-d fw- 
reach coennund over 
marked Mth sm enorrnouMj 
beaut if ui and elefar; haa£*Ti> 
h-^c. January ZJ waa ce'^br^irJ 




chan 


■^equedtef^d * structure. But Sh^ 

.rUihi' Ni» 2 us ‘ oov. under 

h conjfcUm ohAenauion* not wVth 
[tJvc intention . Ol tbrUJUtln^ aJiy 

lurui to tho Lian u In Shack xr 
ttlunid* but with ihn v i>b]ecxh r of 
;* c lacxcet ly *liruT;aAiU ns X U:o ^ init 
rharacUr of the txeupahE Uylng 
inutriwyst tecrocy. * - ."hi ^ * v 1 i 
1 * ’ * . * v J 

: L'vcii'J conapiivU Lu ai : Hl r J?l 

fciijiairi.llOiC. Lh<= Hero cJ , “® 
[ uhu wlui belli* cotnpeU- 

! (d Vo livc.lhAucii puhul cuidb 
i ucihi fo^rta-wcA mind could 


fflla 


i! liariswaU Dcv^ .stiukja 
J .. •. (Jagdambe Sla) 
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** i . - ,ti*< uthf?i 

HPv Lilly df'n-X Such * us ibo 

■* * rule drvLwiI a round lum, ■ 
TtM 

. rv''x to Htindly strip the ifx- 
< :u.il cover of this Man, w he- 
j-her hr he whrut hb ^adhfrebts 
r vi^et a humbug or a nn nt.jlf 
his personality* hH rttJ 

vfjnh Nr rightly rvalunit-* 

<* * fi r 'x i yr, r f vr lotcd by the 
h i < -r» n nt'r nf tvlaht 


luA l^LiuJUi, tU* tOU^U 4 


O [ a remote Ana.^ ttirct 


of J*i HtM rcs^\ir*^( z (Qiefo .srujurjj: hla yto the h &uiV 
through UJ „ xi_ Cie " Jnif^R~‘ln 7 ~A 7 odh y «. 

-.kwmiui.i. e» .*»» £1 w eik-sssSr-if-s 

thy 1 — — — — ^ ^ — 


wn^ to cornmurvlcate . Trllh lh* t 
Man himielf. So; iunvnonlriff up 
all hb courage. he wrote on 
February UL i$C 7 to the Mta, 


in 3 r^m^Tai 7 t!g-t rj'gtwi^^ -*'y ^agpqfg 




"S 


V 


*/ 


Is 


m 


MPGHALA VA t SHILLONG. 


TL* second Utter from the 
lawyer dated FeDruar? 21 1 1 >j 1 
tiro rixuvtrrd by cr^r team 
1^14 : "You are the w tilth of 
our nation* to we should be M* 
lowed provision for pres^t^i 
a"d mtb^alnlnr yo»;: health 


couched. hiorM till* 
bid** by now* cox* to fcnoi 1 
about Ute \LaH- The U^y rr tiid 
had personally obKrr^d ih*t 

Jjsayj 1 

dlKjm^err-ricay * is "HeLf u 
£h a>!t 11 ;* . - 1 e^c i ; :or_I 7 ~ fas 
In me trtrt-r. v-'is n 
1 fclr.d of threat. 1 warr/rf 
reveal %U If m iud:«r-cs vii 


fc-.it iit ‘J 


^L/^Tlir' i ^rda air, t :' *3 liter y >t mctnnm- 

£r£.l£* •rap®>.M«ss^ii!CT 

* “^ e LH : u fo . t-ut not before Invmi 


_ HiiAi tJ,Jt before Irivmj 
,_ rTL*I“ cT.denee-;^ ^^^ g r> e nm 
wr n e n to the i t in w der ;h* 
^UTTi TTor 


e*n;e u 


Ai Bi?U iisetf. ;he Jdm go' 
rr^jble m in Shanru 
N:m Fee one rh- f n^ j-ct mnv- 
thrr ileuth. Vie gi^ ry HOllV* 

O.Tic er o f th fr KoTVi\ t>n:v :t 

eat, on, wantedT to bust \ht m )> 
Very cf Vfae mmdtig ' ^f^n > Tri^ 
“Brm* of r^ncrjLri xers ■ i’-cadtlj 
incrtnir< the M m 


ro n e j yjrt t r Jhi n l LETiJu r Xf t c r 
1 IE rrjcrj t! ^ r>g, 7“'i:ri T>f f 


could have rrplietL 

'T mcr* 

With what XVeft-fccef-d jv'Jt* 
non cf corsrWon be stalled bb 
guarn" wu agAJn r (kmOlstuied 
• leven dar> 1 ^<T ^eo t/10 Mm ^ 1 

dd not rrolT * ! r ir^r td . - * ■ 

— _ T 5 P- * . _ . ,be * 3?I_c urt a wd^in <tt +n 

Indua_iaJ ^i^ T?gE. ctvr 

ft*v . 

M a n ’I'bo^ *r ir i^rrern^ hl|^ n: ;C J : 

1 1 i y?u L-; g:df ’ t T he ~ f t ^rii „ 


c *i:n*CL a^d zs. ■ the ben me- 

-. ,t s — r— ^ 


«hft. »<. V.’.l *,rt om* «Mltb -i’V' nun 


*gih;\t the tvrtnny 4,cd 
des^rurtite forces of »£*, 
and lid® 

me Jt-^ye 7 w*vi i n a p^t.on^ 
10 i-rjtc 1 dell md b .- lUo^cd 
min -Ot secret ri^ner iMn 
bi&* vne itin s octp COT*: to 

imithcrtttis, and 10 f'.ed o^: the 
read Jdcauty 01 tne M»e_ And 
yuccetded- Goviroo^.<l with ^ 
a>emii<r of our b*ci-up u im si 
t aau, Mn Hi j - rd ; » Fr*s*d 

Briv'aitiT* cn Dec^mTcr 12, M'* 
Dtufia Fw^ad Panc^y saia JOL 
1 _xqrr,n|ucd_jio ^ to sf rwJc : 1 


ion) l bo U t B^lrr. : j 1 11 rrj n*- 

ftiion wn ‘IILe Uut or 1 Guru 



7.1 f e 1 J> r r JC; fjs _e j, fjn ^ b o 

w ili wn’ii h.Tti thKe L‘w BiKJtru>w^ 
£tc eniir.glrd With srener’ 
Forward Bloc aciSYisti who 
came dm^rotte’; near to un* 
maiklrr : l>c true Jdrntl'y of thf 
Min, Women 1 xt mp< to commit 
foil !*-s ar*d so ihU ruetlcr Lady 
too. The Udy Lncu-rrd^ . * th« 
wraVi of the Man wrx> 1 knew 
tbit time 1 hJkl cOrCrf to 4 sliJtt 

• t»:n.. 1 yfi/ u. .■ 

IT10 enj^ery de^pCni^ ,ono« 
i£*in. For iccordlne to 1 ibft 
i jcu collwtd by ocy J taCk-up 
!<■ iri at Ba« 1 *hc n . Lhe ~ pol kre 

ofhrc r i ndued on fcfT 

a ’JlI ;e nr * » ili "Ui r "M \*) t It w 11 

* urnSi TTa^vTc j 1 rj . y b 

da y r jT[J~Cfrur min Kijcndra 

I^stid BrrTaitiTi report .lhat 



or h 


prom in 


v.il (xrmacr, 

— r pfrv^ni UVfd Id O trf*r 

uur^_o^y. ^{> i^s_ a yi Zz rrvr tw -i » tyi^snra^ftrirr 

jjL£^Xoi£l^IIgi f ?SS~JLJ.s rr-tmnf-piil 5 ? ort* or .!>« 


ursaplj to ^:ind up’-p jt T 


^ ^ixi * Ti ii« c*r» "clU *_ 

TTtr _ ft LMtmrn da/.- »? ■ 


■■■•fv» 1“ "r*" tt5 * 3 ^' c gg t aT w ^VBEtr Uwyxr. , 


il;er>ct tvi ta*-iL B-aTU^. tha la*. 


In TeiroOKt, Ui* turning 1 Wxlt 

jCL_lP£T*I J claimed t b it hS^ CT^ Of tbr>«, thd bub of lp*C« |*^U 1 
Crj^l Li dctld the real sjTv ^ ' 
md h ^~knr»w i>d ^e d Vh? 

Man, 


t he G" ?v e m m en t m 

"ahntcr ." # *d 2 Tr^j 53 l ?w- 
) \ r^che; 7^ m n nrr rt. 11 sf tmv 1 


fin* : * ^<_n f >>ie h ; tsailflQrii: 1. 
vo^'rfaiTr 1 vi mn bJ a n l ati 

iK? 

“Tl;e Hayer d-sclo^crl to" out 
t e • j ^ W " 1 re pon 1 rj r gut * 1 L10" 

d Wt J n ^u Ldir^LT p* f |Or*Jl *" 1 >J" 

ULde ii^of the co u ntry m~er^ rcr y 
mu< 4 TTnPY^?j~ rj( th c~ 7 k 

of F ?"* aJt 5 _l^ - l_ pa n &f t b * real to L-r rrtfl^ 

tountr^burbid rtc u*ntd m uq*. * L** 7 <w of Diwt wmui'de* 

^TTi* most Im^or'.^nt rrr*U- rnlirly on a trutti filin' and 

f!on of ths Hmt lawyer w li h 1 ?^ "^yi mjtt nru V 1 to U 10 

that ^r^xcu.trx .* LL»n IlTld, dfi m <n ig-f , In" hli own Vqrfli 7 

Ho ertru^tsd Hf t_ Aral _J pCC 1V j wtgr. to mt » tj he t f erff" iKJ* 

K‘y t?*o Sr® tiadi of Only ctif *"thu top Irt bltr t ir"d^ iJ t s . 


ri 


<ludod eih ptrronxhty j 
nrp^ht ;*d ddlgentlj iM ^'dc^- 
Frdly* wrrypung ottfr, alter bear* 

In*: ^-1 the faictna* 4 r« rani* 
tiors from dLvilngm.vlitd i^rnofya 
of the arr* ( ro lUtfco off M AQ 
uncipcctat^ tinceuti, forgtttlng 
the prlfiCipll purpote of t^4 ii> 
vt'H jito, per thLi ac^pcictl 
(*ge tieiti C>e ifinii for truth 
m m trin# ( while ^>0!idtnf nif*< 
.energy t^on tie Krlotu j/irsoil 
cf what the b*-st .mnratnti ^ re* ^ 


1 


r 


-* 2 -^ 






52>-Vf 






j 


DECEMBER 24. 1985. B - 




rROlf PAQE OffE 


The mail oi mystery 


rtl 5 entrusted inio the car* 
of N *vr. d Baba and YAjharnaH 
dj the L^rdfi pi:tnu to iay« 
him from V| e murderous 
hinds of Karts a who then 
•ontro'Ied* the entire socinj 
ahd the administration of the 
limes). 


PriOilad.. DiWtni»htl_ t _oi the q ; Which yea: vraj It 7 

rurooit ot^Ajodhya, a mbiZ \ : 1974, ^ 

cnllkely place for detection, q : u meins he celebrated 

J* hc close encounter DeepaaaU that yea^ in your 
fc 7 Uh the world at Basil. house ? 

i'or once, the emissary of n Yes 

the Mnn chose a rather q : So, when did you tin* 

crowded spot in a densely g0 to meet Him ? 
populate and ‘built-up area. \ : 1 ^ c nt :o meet Him 

through narrow, meandering after *0 days, sav about a . _ _ ... 

lanes, but with a convenient wee £ t f t er the Kiirtlk MeU. "poke with unusual nv>detf y, 
r*cnpe route skirting Kach* b was om of sheer curio- and ot this a lag* began 
cha tlfut of Ayodhya on the rify attendant for f had i<?U(rious discussion with us, 
fuiO’ii. where all cremations never met a salni. 31 c (the H£ wanted to know' If 1 per- 
hare taken place 'over the Baba} was accompanied by formed any religious rites, 
centuries The entire strategy " tpcludng prayers. I answered 

mice again win that, happen a Muslim escort, Muslim to n the negative He felt sorry 
w hat may, the Man woimi convey my presence i\nd wish that, Uvsugh a Brahmin. 1 


Ham KLshore JiHshrx 


Jl* 


avert detection from any In- to meet 'Bhagwanjt 1 l little 
qubsitlTe g&us. with which Padma Him 

Enter the _TurohU t Ram KLshore referred to the Man), 

KUho/c Mlshra, M, son of the In return, the Muslim rxcort 
late PrahJad Mlsh r a . To the asked me to come to the next 
hack 'irp [team the Purohlt day at dusk, 
atsclosed Q : Do you know th* name 

Q How did you come in of the Muslim at ten dam; 7 
contact with this nameless A No Durga Prasad m 11 
Man 7 b<* knowing about him 

A It w*is wlien,Mr_ Durga 

Prasad Pandey, an advocate Q ■ Did you meet Him th* 

hf Basil, got "him In mf' next day, face to s ? 

house as a tenant for two A : No. I was sitting on a £ldu wards also whH; spenk- 

months ! chair kept In the courtyard Tng_JTCn^r^ m^&cCfftT.'hrw- 

Q T What did Durga Fra- and the door lof the room) jtxerjtGideie^ on_jhYB^n- 

sad say when he approached was clewed. ti>Q__Ioruv he couH'Tvrtvft 

you for the accommodation 7 Q - Dur Ing thLs fir** en- oeen an Aasimr** also. 

A He said he required one counter, what did you talk 
ul my 'dharamAhaU for a about 7 

period Of two months so as f A - I paid my regards and 


rttd not Indulge In such god- * 
ry things. He advised me to 
follow tht discourse, and, In 
a T17. In Ita led m : In tho 
path of rellglaus act to os, 

Q : vrhat tu your a;iscAs- 
aien: of Hts spiritual stilus, 
rinee you met Him tunny 
rimes 7 

A : felt he was a great man, 
whether a poUUcun or a 
faint, I don't bother. He , us ed 


Q How could you ever - 
ludge that 7 

A ' Pilgrims from ever J 


1 <7 provide accommodation for. told Him that I was there for part of the country come 10 


nidJ 3 yruJl First, r refused, His 'darshan 1 . He gi^e me Jns 
as the'Kartika Mela was ap- Blessings from behind th« 
proacldng and the mcla closed door, 

the real source of my 'Well- 

nood lb this Mr. Pra.nad Q ' Wd Ton not expre.v the 
said he was inclined to pay desire for a darxhm t 
MI that the house would fetch A : It was already known 

during the days of the fair, J ° me that he would me*: r ?. _ . ... , . 

Further, he said, that nw one ln_ person , ThL^ IhTXfus- i^saint cLa,tery high ordf*r 
Gurufi \n old man. and TTm'/escort had already told with a vast treasure of know 
that ho wnuld make *ome me. 1 ^ Jje§"TlfsiW*a. he seemed t 


and we are used vo ulffer* 
tru accents. 

Q ■ Wbtt topic* did he 
prefer lo speak on 7 

A Whll* he a laved a: tot 
f dhs:a mshala’, he first spok^ 
on religious subject! I am^ 
10 the conclusfcn tha:.J;e wa* 


that ho would mike *ome 
other arrangements within Q : VThcvi did vou rattf 
two months. tUt.\ again 7 

A : After two or three days. 

Q - Do you know wuj r uh my wife. I told her 
Guru J l wfu sfilfted hero from * great saint, a great 


Basil 7 

A I do not know. It Is 
Durga Prassd should 

know about St. 

Q So you rented the 
hiiitsc* 7 
A tea 

q v/hen and how did you 


inui , 


fAn interlude occurs a T - 
tlils Juncture, the Man sty- 
icg, ‘Tt’s good that you hsT* 

\ tfome nnd brought Ma, If Is 
ail tho grace or Oo-l- Durga 
Ma. Vou a.:e now onwards 
come to know about the ar- Nands Baba for me, and she, 

rival of this Man after yt?u VashomaU Ma!yi, Please 

jentrrt your house 7 take me in this light an /5 

A It viw only two or thr*;* keep qn protecting me as 1 

days after hb arrival that am In you: hands now. 7 

Uaball had arrived ta day or hAvt come In this city ot 
two before Dcepawaii while Mahavlr]! for ’sadhar.a 1 (me- S', G, a U^ytt Had 

the heuv 1 was let o ilf dilation h and you have to come m a car In the late 

nmmherfci ' en-sure that the + atdhana* erenlni hours and 9 w&mi]l 

around 


he an authority Mn a varjrdy 
qf subjects, 

Q : W>\U was the period! 
e! ma stay In your ho us; ? 

A Abc^tif two- anrt-f.-hilf 
airinth*. And then He left, 
Q J D!d you see Him 1W- 
In- * 

A : No, 

O did +o r \ fh»n ebrha 

oj tniv that hid 1" 1 * > 

A ■ Dm ga l*tM 4 l l*andpy 
*iid told me a day earner 
that the hous wai to be Vi- 
ta ted th? next day, Bevldf.*, 
■I tjli l?ld by othrri -pi>* 
l>urga PanCej ' 'fit- 

companlcl with on: Df'Jda 
f'ntiAbod' baaed reUUvrs, Mr, 


Q 1 Did not Durga Praaad zots undisturbed, l am under left wrtih them it aroun 
u>n rou' atxjyt th® schedule ?our..itfuge" „ (The ttil* ot elghi or cJne in th« rUg^t. 
hf IUa rtrrlvat ' Kind Eaba aHd TSEj^ir.Stt: As— the err 



kepi 
th 

job vxi done once 
was handed oyer. 


ral legtrnd go«. Lord Krtih^a 
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THE TELL-TALE TAPE 

' ■ ‘ I 

From Ntrmal Nibcdon, with Vishwambhar Nath Arora 


AVOLfitYA, LX-c 2+~Brfort 
^ t r«vo;kUiUte til* » tit* M 
llru hf nftkunJ, we wlU h«LV( n>ine 
more talks with the p£trt|h>t _of 
Ay^Ihyx, U-uu K&l)Qre Mlfjira- 

i\>r \l\t rustic mind ot the 

Pvi;ohK o f Ayodhy^t t ht world 
w i.v not the Man's ci mf concern, 
ihautfh h* kn>t himself abreast 
K ill thf happenings of hta 
Ume* wyLh disdain. The Puro* 
hUs«wrESiie mind could only 
ipsn * conjecture that . 

pur^xX't of d te Mag wqQ.tp.bcr 
torrve something akin to the 
div,ne"beings. ^At the sape tUnc, 
the Was sure [hit the 

Marv'ji^ ^rirnory cencernj wat to 
ketr,i his r&al personalty s 
secret. 

The total security system P 
<rans*ly [ . jetfntd spiritually 
secured. and salvaging the sec- 
rets became ejctrrcnely hazardous 
It th \a «sge. Wf Wire on the 
*dge of a yowling preclplci, the 
derail* hi* Mte. determin- 
ed 10 COOtlTVUf maintaththtf hti 

o^'lerjf round lineage. 1 

Our tc sin's taTt^ conversation 


with the PurohU Ram Kbhore 
Mlshra:— 

Q ; After he left your place 
and went to tmrdwAra Ur^haM- 
kmuln did you meet, him there 
llsn 1 

A r Vji. It was In my know- 
ledge that he wiu ahlftmg to 
some place in the riclnky of 
Brrthmakutxii Ourdway*. com- 
plex to a hous* Of 4 Sikh, At 
that ttmo this old tody, Mn, 
Sunnwatl Shukl* was not there. 
Neither had she come with him 
Irom Basil nor did aht accom- 
pany him to thf Brohmafcurvja 
house, it wag thi rglt Pt«J^ 

I 1 a ode y only who to ok th e_Jrta_n_ 
fo_thi3 housj, 

Q : \*Thrn he hell youf house 
for Brahma kun<U Gurdwan, 
was Che Muslim escort still with 
him ? 

A : I did not set him there. 
(Cow- ever, Du rtf a Prasad’s son re* 
mntned there for fivu or'sir 
ds;x 

Q : Did you rum him at Br»h- 
nukumH house frequently t 

A Ym, but It was OCX acOOrd- 


li>tf to any fixed schedule. 

Q - Did he ever ask you to 
bring items of daily iy>~ from 
the market T 

A : Yes, sometime* as I would 
go to Faixsbad, he would give 
nns a Ust of dilr T gs, t deluding 
br«id , 

*rvi -te^ nahle*. My too 

often brougFiTlhesTL 

Q : What about the money J 
A : k# giT# k. 

: Did the corsurrex ton O? 
bread and bjlitr lead ytyj to 
euspect thEi ht could not be s 
fJlnt 7 

A: No, taring bread And but- 
ter tm noc a mlsL It U not m 
noo-rN?etarkLn him. Mi tij peo* 
pie eat K. Benidw, 1 well 

thi-l h t w-xs » schol ar of_Hirfdl. 
En^lUlk Bengali. ^T^k rn IriTT 
member of the elite. 

Q : F: where did the furxls 

cornu T 

A ! I don't kT » w b tnsC 3 gxi e»s 
that *11 U me n" aha uwd to 
con;t- ffotn Calcutta mTghi'bavi 
brought U. 

Q : Bttotf % freQueo* r\s\vjy t 


did you rr e r nckWe who tht 
tyher vts:ior» were ? 

A : Durlr^i stay in Brih- 

rn a k un ilx , Dr It P L djra_ a |X 

tht tat^ Dr T C Biber j ee both 
fr^m FaiT*bT5 came quH?" oftan 
D^Jha nri J ^*n^d member* O 
s f i m il y w er e Ihe only ~pi 6i>l ► 
al ‘jwe5 I Ki 1 ro neii^q r * r 

prjvjfdge ETEnred to few 
by the Min. 

Q : U me*ris that Dr BamrJ* 
*nd member* of hi* family tnxJl 
have sern him wtU T 

A : Ye*, odiously CBtltu 
Dekha Hog*). , 

Q ; Woukl you pJoaj* tell V 
at>out hla retard of U?utg t 
A : He used to weir wflfro 
^c oVyur “ dboU" rJV\ ^ atf*sleer 
This I tnew Zrtxn n 1 
OoThe* E^read for drying. II 
had a fairly good ( ac*i>3*rd c 
I'T^ng. Th* sii/Ted t beddlc 
(Dunlop), wax ordered to be ir 
rc^ed *r the Ume of yUUa Y 

“HH TT^". 

q * rud he apDfir to bt k 

t — | 

b) . 
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rno?d PAGE ONE 


The man of mystery 


i 


ordering 


Domical while 
t rom market f 
A : No, hi 
quality— regardlcev* of the tosh 
Q l h Dtd you ever feel that the 
expenditure was quite high f 

A : in my titVtn«doo, it would 
hate bern any thing between 
mjlJbQQ and Its 3,000 mrT 
tx\ on d v " r — 

Q f'Vlvo were Ui* other ru l* 
tors from FaixAbad T 

Roy, and, of course, th® late 
Ml_.T_CLJlan trjed. and his «X> 
Hr . B_B aggrlie._ 

G : Anyone i's« T 


things * D-rngili ao-i 

fl ° a * EJ C9g >V»CT4wa j b^eugajj , 
was el way* after JMuaU ^terjr Jvmug Ira n 
Jt^l£Uk*4- J nAvo r^St mucia «_n*t 
of Uiar /Of I &t r»r jot m toudh 

witn m *t dta/iil Tw,MJJiv WiiAo 
here, tr*y wouia ia in occ U 
kis aide room* *jca we in, * cuz* 

itvicD. UO<, Ldey WOUjO UllL to 

GwmmtN alone, Gwamjjl used 
Ixrngau ana English whDo in 
convertau.cn wild these YLx;to*A 
January is was uot m* oniy use- 
cjkiion when theso Bengali yvs 4 
iora cnm«_ Lfw during 'Nay. 
tatrv they user/ Ly tozr*c wruie 
sometimes they <l*d sen coc^e 
alh 

‘ I'tie Manx untempt ap>»e*r- 

C*T ijU, 0<-T*' 

ocr, eon un uco to mu -gut uus 
rust in aund, ftocss becund the 
curiam* u was exceedingly rtifh 
cun Vt /athoca ux> expression at 
the Man a courueuuAhce, Iheri 
wan tnuy fcocnocair^ mysrer-cu* 
ahout it, yet tae purohit at Ayo- 
dhya did not reel une preserve 
of any evil is the atmosphere. 
What he sens ed, and he aJcoo 
a mong ~thc seven, was an aura 
of s^a nge f o rcc£ uS/am 
powers; a voice, the liko'a; 
iTZUch he had noaer heard be- 
fore, or ever afiier. And the Fu* 
rohU who * poke about all this to 


Krishna Oq£*U Shrlrt-:- 

— — — - sTOj£ mo Ltfi *- -. <n* n 

a teacher in Raj kata g Goi-^ 


A 

\ 1 1 V i , 

fege. 

* Q : Sinci you knew ill thezt 

1 penonn, you must hare tftetnpk 
fd. w t matter of natural curt- 
oait Ti to inquire from them 
al >ut the identity of Swttnljl ? 

1 A : No, J did not aafc iUch a 

1 'hinjf on my own- In fact, ll 
w-aa the late Dt T.G Danerjee 
who htixed about thiA 
Q ; What did Dr T C Banerje? - 

1 V*U you 1 

l A : Once, as l reached Dnh* 
rtkgnda abode. I found Dr Da- 
nerjrf srundirg ooU^de h> thf 
verandah adjacent to Bhaffwaiv 

11‘s rootn. 1 CD^Ukcd ffJll 

Bhae^-a^li'a^Y/ttfari, The Doc- 
tor said he wui adding 

that, there was ricchinff to wor^ 
ry about- SuiMinfy, I don't 
know what overcame him al 
this point, end hi ra.1 d: _ "Aap, ^ ^ ^ 
Dhany a HnSn Jo K *_g^hj^L*_ LnUnlcV- 


Babu $l3?i i 3l5S3^iJ5ajjiiL 
De'fviatey Ha In - , which mean*: 
BlcV^d~ire“ you that you are 
able to spare fttn* momenta Id 
thi serrlct of Subhash BlbU- 
q : How did you reacf ai 
thnr moment? 

kept mum for 


ua will be brought acaln laicr to 
unfold the mjatery In a t>tg way. 

Or\ t thing wim celahltshod by 
now that If he truly a D*n- 
yasL He was highly tnarenxha- 
Uc end Umiau^ily cauUoua one. 
Ebcry moTftncnt waa cwnefully 
calculated wtLh maps OQ icaZe. 
He was a ooe-man rtco nn a ' . sa r » r e 
party by bLnh, Inclination an>d 
ihirdng to a 
Dew iocaikxi h« took. iU iho dn* 
calls into rlew prior k) choosing 
the tpo< The so-called sanyaal 
wu tcUUticg all the charm cte- 
r 1st tea of the historical rebel and 
the guerrilla he wvs being kie-n* 
tified as. alnwt exactly, by ro‘«c 
is U were, driving home the fwrt 


h r l kepi mum for a rev a ^ J_TL .*T B rj 

ondA and then I &aId imenrottti. ilred wiuh 

haln , l meant, L h J ao pattern corstinued to be 

ira m prlYlleg*. r _ , t (h e iam* u Rrahtnakurvd. Uv* 

The purtihtt ct * niit/mo Ourdi- arm coc^pleit 

had a hunch that ^vj Man now shifts- 

(To bo continued) 


of Ayr^itvya; 1 
that 

■estnflsrtNSMS®- 


I 


[ 




e lame - law lurks 

i # +l 

Uy Nirnial Nibodon with Vishwambhar Nath : Arora 


AVODHTA, Drc. 3d. — On« 
fact wtu | getting ■ increasingly 
door. He Tas i Man with ttvxn $ 
purport, unfortunate enough ro 
bo unaccepted and uEthonoured 
m a great personality during 
hU Lifetime, only alter lift had 
left him wld a fragment tx 
manlfeatiJd- He founded no aps- 
dal creed; none dart follow his 
myaticftl Inwardness, hU lit*- 
raxr his histonca; *xp*~ 

riencos, leaving uuttjbling and 
toruf,n doling tooU to ponder 
over the meaning of hU asser- 
tion* On the political, phtlOSO^ 
phlra! and religious planet. 

At BrahnriKunda Guiudaara. 
hU next b.uic at operation. s<- 
curUy precautions * were 
ttA legate. The owner of Hie 
house, Ourubux Gtngh Sandhi. 
U>cn Ur Ody nearing (H, con- 
firmed the ^peculiar character- 
Utlo of: the M»u: -‘Itc wX# au 


wa\t in hiding, being c*DM 
upon by »tr*nt* p*cpl* *t night 
In cars o( all ibxes and shapes, 
with an i extraordinary roice and 
sources of bcotiie Which were 

I Ai our Investigation Vatn. 
on receipt of TiHi IeJottt.*- 
Uod. Uft for there will 

. be no Tha Mxn c* Mj*t*rT 
Aerial tomorrow, We **;tj re- 
sumo It shortly. 

unknown* "Yes, 

C a 14 he W c_ o^ Her 

He J I S obht p hn r <J r a Bose", 
ea ld the teUrcd (earner, wd>o 
todATT^T^oflg^wTni - Hu wif e, runs 
a private school In the larrrfl 
premise* where 00: e *oJwrr^<I 

the Man. Aim*** *[l the dtsc*> 
aured ol Gurubux Bi-jh Sar<jhl 
were confirmed by -his ct^rre- 
children- TH* **xi coctflrme-d 
to oi that atnong the trvatty 


strange irehiclrv rat * flag car 
which came In regularly*'' Itlf 
rTumwc phie’of this c&f vn 

trie 115 1T^ flic inquisitive 
faX^TLc grand-dauch'er of id*- 
hsn Na.rala Blrgn, the eld^r 
brother of Bardar Gurutmx 
££r.£ft Sc&dhl another 

youngster vuo was drawn to 
w a rdj th t Mjux Hist _ H arp ret * 
Kitir, J oTtcgly called 'Lov*iy\ 
’6‘anbrd to l^arrs EcgllsS^lfoa 
the Min The Min 
imparted) Hs^om In the BngbtTJ 
language. tht **in<i*rd Of vtilefi 
made the girl s^e II- bound. Lf> 
X*Il* 25, rypw a n t -xecutiye in *J 
BatJc. recalls fhc TOpnant TQlce # - 
t£V ntex of which srii nnrer 
h^ard aga:n TaTkfr.ff to our 
team at Pah-ahad il*e idtutitcd 
that she wai Ir^st concerned 
ibc^Jt the lulgatiorj her fr*^- 
unclt wa> then Involved wjth. 
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rROH faob one * . t I 

THE LAME : LAW. LURKS 

l ,1 f 1 1 

trying 10 get &&C* poweasiou a* Htndu calendar*. taer« wai* c*<n irpn* u* cc#« £**km 01 

the room* Lnxu mo M&a, Loy*U txrnaps, occauott ( lor rp*Oal *j*rdLar| Ouru£>ua t£iign |or th« 
wu prouabjj t^io a&e total *pgj*\ ■ vintua* cumotrii^g *a»t |tb It U je*rai ma* 

giraogtr fe n^vo oooic nm* c*» * round | seven* used to ocxn* «.* en joy * tae .pr^tec iwoa 04 to* 
co (.he here Ircni B*ngtL Tney used t° u^tr^c t ama ej» 

lid* waft jot another titais itiy In BttritnjJv** liOU**- Hl QO^* 1 X 31 

Faimu Il 4 ii_an 66 , Lay- Q: DV 1 you tic come vo and ‘aer^ . luiu- 

ait m Ow ueigrjx>urtiooa 01 contact mtn *ur cl metal »;u' iu»,Jo iaa_wal mc* ot fl*i 

Oxuildwaru wbU * AliXfever, Icli£r*lng S^aailji'* are *tOot *COut 

noi only o curved me Man, DIU order*. ' dja aatuce oi IivCiUfeoa. Tua 

LOT H^uituurc. WQJ a^ 4 £jr^l tfu A: \Vere thrro aby lUtLd- *ot*n u A^ocA} * u id* wnn 
jq<j ol a Of< l a« r to uk Mao a&u wben you Hm wrnt 10 rumour* aouut uxe crtdaauals 
oy m« ]A*y*r ol Baju, Mr, Bwumjk along aitVUr, Dur^* ^ vru* Saum bc^ K w uit * 

OuiYa Pftmn - P^Dncj. PntfcAd PmaUf? ' ^ ^ o * foilxn U *q Ji^etr a p<xjQa 


lifliKau UlOiU E^P-t3rd to " OUI^^A p<r tQoJ^> ^ mTt^ il » Ho J cora<A oa i, in pUOUc7 
qpj cxJ-W ; * orv ft old Musliin >( ^<Dd^c{ ucd t^ r-ii ' lck^aii^ ui^ot dtld£ % pou* 

Q: liens did j-ou com* la co^- you?S_tn«!> 41 "uc^JT Hoan in pZiS^cnl uujj WUJ 

vna wail SwadxUU | Q* How could jcm mate o^* lu* dljU-x-t ^dax^rua'-r a uu ©omw 

A; 10y in-Uwi lir# in BtiU ^ 0^ 102:1 wu ' % Mus- out wi^i a conyincinc extOi^. 


It wu Atr, Dujfira Vrm<x rwi*- 


uty 4 Uje la^J'^r oi BoJu/ woo By Ills apjxar*DC4, Alio, ie^or 


too i rmu wai ui* iui oi in* 


■ **I " 

osJtcd ca< uj prorklc care to w* apoto lo eacii 
^rtiruii j ta^amiji}, who wu to ™ny occauor-i. 


ociirr on 


?o? I: 

sr 


Arnvo ADO I^WJ ticre 
rnntftd fccu>o, 

' Q ; Tina m<oni unu you wer% 
la^oduct4 to bwaroiji oy Mr. 
ranceyi f 

A: Y**. 

Q* Wtr« you a regular y 4> 
tor to nun 


linjpU SW;0*r tM b«U- 

c<nt Pa Wrmptmc luca, mi ■» 


m Um Your o a of hu %cjxJ Tl>o**oc*I aOminittc aiux^ 

■ fft.i * . ^ . .1 . 


Aff%? 

A ; m ihOu!d 
around SO. 


bj Uue police 
have b?m icr<» c£ Ui« urea, wt< t fui^^a 
»*tn mm ^ ai*cu«a 


Q: Dki Sarar^rail I>rTi'a a^o oa * uut cr.arit, Tn* 


bew oext:i cir^a imkiTte-U -o 

htr« him ur<ifr me o^lcriCt i>t 


tiYo with h<n 

A : Ha would come 

°^ un - ^ fiAn-TWaU t>eTV Xroia Hu>ta tURi*. tor tt 

A: Y%a. AjyfnOsv every averuni ^°ukL go ^ for % ; day or twx>. hmergen cy Qa y*T feii H d to 

l used to be w*ia mmu , a During iDts period, 1 uSfd <fea3br^iiatc uvu »rr.<JUsnesi, 

W: wnat were uk naln gun- oi 8wamiil mt odd conimtd h^ro m t%c ik new 

Jtcta bo Kpote on? ' bour^ ^ 

A : Moauy li^ruuai, *om*- g . Ul<i you ettr notice any 
tirau world] 7 tepwi. . o-.^ w^. 

Q ; , WM Uier. , in? oo.-«»oi. ^ 

that^jnay nav* Unxucd jour '- 

doubta about hi* identity? 


action xrom 10 *mu to 1 
ihre* ucaiXt ctinigr, wn^l km 
iprvure, wri«_ W 2 J^» 2 °<1 

PJotk wwa ^piicncaZiSfail in ! aa 


A: *e. U«. u IIMH a* Uidti 

W . *J1V wuil to^rd -fl. *t>o had son, S^for*. Use 


: It w a , iwtrr »o cuxuig au ^ ullJO Piaohit, erf Ajodhra. 


prawning*. f txioav. Oin:e 1 fcne* a< ruu 

Bw t saa-^-jjnr?" **&,.<-* t*z**r7 — : — — = 

Ubourer fc'orpnj 


Tbf . SaTCAr ^ . a-oa^ ^ lortunaia 


n« I<rf-£i 7 1 vreplr^ ’ ! n 

, oeart ^ .'<»** hwawM W «e/va^, oftf 

Swamljr w*,. m *«cl, SofiJiMa '7d»y tar^w. trim oltfl. carra-^n , t Brahaoatmnda Nj- 

CPiAd ra "Bote ta dugune. TUu 1 ~Wa d» »hd V iLtrj^a 1,1 t<;11 u.odnerrrd by n« 

eainc <o my rtrs and T reported ^r^nl^Hg; *“*«* CT,rnt ’ * r ' d hil 

the 1 matter lo fiwaiuijl. On hear, a vj weV^ap.aavt*' la •«! «!-■> lr -« Jorttia«. ch. Oi>dar p>^_e<t 
LngJHUs..8w»rmJl wm .. very ang- stJOW ^ ^ QJ _ t WjjCl aa apXLk^on lc Ovr>rt 

ry 4 nd lmmoilateiy aaca*d_Ih. „ 411ltr vnK ^ ^pwt* It wav ^aeVr*K KWfac jnra ~^U 
acryam, Q; Jt « j.arru taat aw-aujt 01 ' he ot - *'■ 


Q: *Wbo trio mam tU*- h 


day-1 But jaxtir^ K^ppenitd, 


-- — -- — - u±eii to g^e you new curr*i>cy - -- . . ^ 

tors to Sw'amtjL lium tttb a real rom put In a ciswrdtc pacxcv co^dirr *o die duumenu in 


our pcAV*W.tcra- Id ihe^T detp^- 
ret fen, wilt Cie admtrai^ratfesi 


At me frequem YiiUon IIV Vnr ao ^7 

Eluded Ram KUhoreJ^aoda wltd A . I ^ „ 

hil family uveuOx'rta pr, Hio : nrarnmn, Ai unm, ht voj^ apparently de^rraiV^i io &rt> m 

rjee'e femvty end the daugh^ p Ul 0r j :n y iupe<a uV « «cw1iy umb^rlVa to tha man, 

t*:r ol Mabi nt Nara U^ Smgh oi cigarette" ca3<~ail "‘TrgaK^lafaaw ■ or 10 u !t> 1 be old laa^- 


t e 


il.t 


■'T % 



CaJ 


I'j-ii ; <t>\f.Ji-^o * - u.// Ai*/, 

^ 1 I J 


A 
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TlrjLjifriakitr.fi a. aXkd 
3 school teacher or FaUabao. 
Only Doctor Banner See's family 
us<d tt> go Inside tfcu Swami) fa 
chamtjpr ts ■ both belonged to 
the sa^ne community — Bengal 
Q: P*d you ever notice If 
there vfai any, occasion of ape* 
clai a lg runes nee a nd cetrbrm- 
tianT 

A: During th* ‘Havratrt' dafi 
In 'TC'wnr - (according to ui* 
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India 

elifylnfl Examination for 
VSTER OF DESIGN in 
lustrlal poslfln and 

ual Communication 
" % 
jay offers Waster of Datlgn' * 
i M Visual Communication Tho 
his progrornme In IOC, IfT ' 

J6-87 sra s d vised to appear at the 
yr Design (CEED *08), unless they 
ps GATE Examination and have a 
x> conducted at iR the five UTs In 






i 


and thre w tMm. qlj Irog 'fee* f icned .Sirdar of Brjbroiueuada 
hind^tb e eJo n*- Tj U)^ c un* J i Khrti; he ran to DT. T. C, Ban- 

Bui U~ finer* Vos an' toiler -Crrjec. all Tqt help/ 

hand gnd *n outer nng of Peo- 
ple untonsdiously hoping 


ir at CEED '06; 

n Engineering, Archil ecturt (or 
rofetsionsf course}, B.E.A. 
th Professional 5 year Diploma of 

i 

the proorsmmei mentioned above 
CEEO '86 WITH A CLEAR 
dll complete ad the requirements of 
urtng the academic year 1905-86. 


ip 06/ GATE rs essential for 
txion to (he M.Des progfimm* 
log a minimum of 60% mark* or 
graduate programmes (55% for 
2 the other admission rules and 
jmbly- 

>f availing of postgraduate 

A VALID CEED ‘86/GATE 


hour paper in Industrial 
The examination piper will 
jit answer in English only. 


during fats sojourn, navuig graw 
r>^d the «nouinca* of tiye iiUia- 
lion i Dd tht grim necessity oi 
keeping the Man's Idenuij a 
socrei, there were owners wtio 
wished otherwise. noi br any 
ier-5c of spite, out ag*Jn out of 
I«tr fur gexuug invoucd In a 


hr i s'r* s<Jv no- 
ted thw Dr, Banners *. a mao 
who nad travelled tfie world, 
was a trequrnt visitor to Bi* 
Man. And u>, wbrn ihe po*e:a 
that be had failed him, tho 
doctor was the only one he 
ceroid ruili to for redrew- 

»tff >n a^te for 
the Border. Ij_wai_a ter u wa r* 


conspiracy their mut'd/ could no * ^ ng mat *hc fi fidar rec tn ed ^A 
fathom, i*iia cncde ttSA-unreiei ih* ho i r.d s T c! yht do: lo r, rbo 

'tnf^n^rtrat — or *- > ti i — —^z zjnr n — not 
through t tlio aanptusrraxicn, * , to ixA* to* miat r enj farmer 
For ^bood > cucrroUmg jiis so througb ihe idminicxfcUdK, lor 
cunty u 'ircu.d,' htruo he would be J^riwng unoeccv 

lurta &t & path txaogbi j wan ^*7 Lrcuolcs in hii o,d age. The 
unccrtAinspce 4J3Q Ul uuxl' .True Sirdar, tua gney exattax aroused 
la otx^uie'use Bardar coose so ®T noc,.hoety*r cootmu^ io 


aUrt'ta# iiw ! cnfo Maxa c u t a sc&u 
cue. j ; 

For people lltc ifne ‘T'ecrST* 
PuronU- .ee Ayodbra, vno hso 
a v'On’Picve hjsjv*m and crest lu 
him, end who C m a giunp^ 


mekei written oompiainU to the 
District MjLgutra;e a5d to Ui< 
SLaicjHoma Secretary duruig 
the jtAT , IST1* 

*cu:UVd all his Siudad cnOtf^/, 
7bd Sardax vu dcfiiuxely in- 


ol XDe I’rtai perscaajrtj, m*' ae- rlttngj unnetx s^ary storms In his 
ncuaneis oc trua silUjli-^ r*<i Ufa, £ie got ecuwngitd la yet 


yel fo be driven hem*. Ths* ^jir* 
oy 1 an ec*>ounts dbcu- 

nvtits, meAiii Duxer. TTUx 

Man uu*i ue cxpu> q to > m- 
ou^Sid# world- Tti* hir ri sr. kju* 
Knowing- ui* potiwki v ^o< 
voiv^a si4 convmoeci trm 
snlng a tie ausp^ioua *wui Um 
M an, af^a lie ruua*d tbs 

n^ar*^' su*hor^lti. ironKapy, 
bi> juus came true a no, injUrxo 
d geoJxg muj reCrtwM* hajaas 
warned by Lnt p olice mai if n? 

d^q not ^exp q^Lue; ab out 

f muc aiiair, be icuU b J 


fn g djjtt§5 & 

rrom tnis tpuKXle, n 
clear, arvtr ainjunnauna ncm » 
dozen pecpl# in uie asz* w thx-i 
there Were cate’^oneS a; 

people ground die M*n, TO# 
hge the Purchu o£ AyO- 
d,iya and th# dmuiguiihed doc- 
tcis, woo dd Vheir utmost m 
ki < p the Idintlif of ine M*n ■ 
top sDCiurr*- ahd the be- 


anothtrr legal wrangle undtf 
**ctior- UH/ 177 Cr. J*, sn 

"which he w A i ax ted by Lrx Qttf 
,\UgUlia^ why atvnUd he pot 
be charged lor breach of peso* 
and ^tpt under nb*enr*uon for 
a ytir. Here then su yet ano- 
ther Ipcrsoriaatj, uTiilte 
“Teenha PurohH - of Ayodhya, 
who bad, by a quire of fate, 
gutted Into *J->e peraonalJry of 
the i£lD- i 

Vet his tinOarjC^CTA thoughts 
^ge did not .restrain Uie B a rdar 
Inriu fXnutnted by then), froen filing 
an eviction *uU {No. 2/19TT) its 
the Court of the Judge, a-nsO 
Cau^s, s gainst the Man. Bui 
the nDtcer su »<n t led most 
amicably ocrtjEdd ibe 
tbe tmrelenV:^ &*rdar get^g 
an u^iranca that the bous* 
would be vac ti led. 

InnwUrjlj, during the I^erv. 
dency oi \bt lull, m an appl- 
es dOn 10 the tin Ms ft i‘ rate, 

Vh* aat dsr TUl uritirJjX-,^;^il r -^ 
thgt i he. 


OCND, A BUSPICIOCS " LOT _ t 

3AN^ EVIDENCE. iU ready in "that P^PL* 

proclaim iha true identity of th* Man w^jy -nort *I ? e dun Netxjl 
Mao, Oardar. cam* la th* Eubh Mh Char^tra 

iancr category. In* ttua category 
oUo cam* vet anotbtr person— 
the editor of a 

ly. S yapna RetntJ^Slr,* K ar an 
Sr^xh, - who in hn tssus diftJ 

Jul y ' S. 18 TT trust' P»r»d x r*- 
ixjrttnlTIlJiir "W3U • fr»at- k* 
tiunT’ K raUii 1m 


ixjrt 

roop 


mel 


** iuair3j*i *JV thft 
dafi « iCsht 1 „w_ii m ^T ! .i-i*‘ll- 
io cc'f'i h* hLQ 

txtr aouthi— v>.HKltnowfc_K.;* 
ihl t a. Ay oiOjx. Taca'ii-s 
rc* « rjrr.ftll Iwisll — 
tbo prctali* v*i fnUflltd. 

(To be cosunued) 
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Dy Rn rn B^chchan, /Yadav 
fcappcd fmjr memtm/ O r iht 
r*ar community iff rc:n!ljn* 
Mr Du bey addj 
r Dub*> fat'd that thr^j dM- 
rvi ^a?>es h.id/bsen rrjUh 

* uh the pgpet in n- 

:p «:ih 


' b'tw'tjtn 

nab t 




IB 

of 


rlfi ci! fin 
we)] ^an^i 
□ nca. 


roup oJash 

T4AYDIGAIU1, Jan. 2.— 
cfte/pcrsoni. Including Am- 
a/dLstrLct- Lok Dal p:eJl* 
\£ Gurpal Singh and hli 
/her Gurbaj^ Singh, wer* 
ed and oneserlously fri- 
ed hi a clash between Wj 
) ups of people at vllidge 
Ihnohri In Ambala dUtrlcl 
Uy, rtponu UHL 
toldefi the two , brothers' 

. Ram Single Sarpancnj, 
the village, wxs also ;5hol r 
id In the clash* The m* * 
ed was identified as sukrth 
k Singh. 1 

s 3 'V^M 

dose: 



Indo- 



treaty 

Kathmandu. j*iu 

Uam!l Treaty bnwftQ 
Hepal whicti 

last year but wt| extended 
bo id hoc basU till . 

31 ( 15 S 5 . tils now berfi extended 
Ull Mtrch, 1553 1 R / Uarnt, r»- 

f-jiu FT J. 

Official* h»ra t*JA that lertei 3 © 
exirndjrrg the treaty ’u-ero tx* 
charged rertntl# betweta th| 
Cc-Tumerci* Secretaries of the t-wj 


Ths j 


transit treaty 
and exports ui 
torouch Indian 


ecu nir.e v 
governs trr 
UnilccKtd Nc 
harder and 

Business c?rd&* said that aa 
tht treaty expired on Tdesd*) , 
then wag Mpie boUlenedc'mt tO| 
kiorder ytstfrday with the gcod* 
rux btlnc ffeared La tht fcbwncw' 
of Insunx^f Orix ; ' ^ fj,. * , £ 

ns hare ’ 'mw ' been 


sent Irst jfhxtlng the extension \<d ? 
the trcXy, officials r *dd$dt. J * ' y * 
coftmtrle* \ had aigtitd 
of trad*, * 


IvD 

FutaiieaLgxeat y 


Thi 

ihTet 

t r*a<# of. prtTtation^ of ay 

*ut!K>rUed trade A and treaty, i * 


Ulgh'WsHfcd. Lircixcw Kotfht (top) and tide lierw ©/ the 
i am e ‘ bid Id In g (bottom! * 



iU— in March, 181B. * ji ; t J 
(*hi)e th* u-oatten of trv 
prrv t T**on of uoauthorU 


1 c 1 

d 'if' 


1 


bmsli with .; the \ adiniiiis l ration 


Frojn Nirmal 


\ Nibotio 


:! 


on, 


WODHVA. Jin, 2— The lone- 
Mort-^tUed stature ol gran- 
was b vrriUS^ wrnh, Thi 
ur» inkltlKncc wing hod pre- 
tted all he d&tallfi of <he »ur* 
jndlnfia of Lucfcnowa*Kr<Jil, 
irried instnxitons were given 
sen! ofl the two outer d^ora 
:h .bricks. T)^c building wns of 
rvnount Uuportance, the grass 
d Utc surrcruivdlug growth, wbs 

i-TvUtcd to rein* la undMuTbcd. 

Bfeht h^r came Io(q UiU solid 
ucture thst atUl *Unds for all 

r«. 

Ur. ftsm lUtadre padiaic, Ge* 
rat s^rrcUry or th© City Con- 
il> OJturtviU©© Cor : ten 
Am, happened to come jtUhln 


H 


the outer peshmoter of th^ Man, 
for I** liTed rcry dons to Ltrfc- 
no'^KothL 

To our querrlcfl: Q: What do 
rou know about th© Mjin wh^ 
lived la Lucknow-Kothl. behind 
a curtain t 

A: r knew tha* a 
of this dcocrlpUon wxi living in 
the -TCothr, i abo heard thdl 
he dkl not [ii© enterteiniat aay 


of 


de> 

err«r 


* - j A. * ■ * i 

with' 6 Yishwcimbhor i 

.■>.,•■ -il] I . 

lUhed abotst th© txisierx^ 

SetaJL i ,1 

_Q: J Did anr safnt of th^ 
cripdon, in 1 your memccr, 
iuy in Ayodhja T : 

A: v No. To fnj knowledge, 
none. 

Qj Did you *ver sc© any 
ocher taint of Ayodhyx rial ting 
bim 7 

A : . i'Os h ft U re i tn perfect b»ol“ 


[*j 4 u. 

»rur M 


vtsttora, 1 tried only one© or aklonu H often lo crur 

iwtcc. half-heancdiy^!, thoi^h, fcnofa^else that b© had sor^ r’e- 
alnce J did not give much errd- gular, rUitocs from ' 

ervee <o thp theory about hijn b©- Q*^ Did . you ©ter **© pcopV 

Infi Oubfia-ili IKbp. It wna mcrne or rrhkJc* . to L/icknCT^’ 

mo twnun* **1 many enanlrr com- IVotlii In mysx«r*i>iii circum’* 
tala&lmui ^"rrc *©t w and u^zver© f 

ltic( acetous could ©r©r br wiair* Xl Yea, ri Uerve*. rveti ftat cu* 


I | 

Noth Arora 1 

* U< - i „ 

looking YebdcJfiO * tatno 
w%m dark- t , t j t - B ' 

Q: Wbat iai J your persoo»l 
estlrn&Motvof.the saint 7 

a religious tn* n or f aorod-iody 

eb© under tht txrb of a rcLtficui’ 

ms [ > t t*. t 

A; 

lived nod the etber dreym^tin* 
tin I eTjdcnce. It can , b© , (tVanrd 
thfcl U ibe Man was riot ikWiiah 
C^kdAt* Do e*t hlmsolf, ho must 
hrn bem orif nf hta clcea 
ciaie©. A mt-ft y of| people, tre 
now 1 , were on the tcowl Ao^rf 
frren iwttiak. ' live ChW inleM 
of ]A(ilKf* UmU«r) 4 lt 

cn« fHl D r l 1 


Undnti^t-^Uf * ' ho ^i3 Tk 
©L F-' fc f — r* T ; 


r 


l 






I 


>1 


a 

V 

W( 

Ei 

H 

RJ 




it 




IROM P^GE OtfK 



Shiva I 

having imufwioai ot cnsc-ti^ iu ■ term an iCiufi /nJi^ *1 

Amcuii And c^sewnore* wjj ^*ma met with no" replies -\.j*o* 
fcacpit:tf bujoww tuuthi in his 7 him* would there op Lgbv ^ 
av>*> atiu ne ooojd go it quit* ^ (A® end of tba prOTerbiai tunoe£? 
coiiYc uicnuy ic>r no w ^ living FrxisLrated* 'Un Joumdsi useti 
very cio&-o co LticxrKrw’KoUti the only courts open (o h^n na 
itevn spuvMvow ox- Uko the [0*rdaf, cboca the near* 
»*.„,-** curiosity t*» £ eat aoLlK>rky\ n« Informed Iht 


Uw 


oiioo 
ijvo^wi 

*pe»Jt I to Uv» , Chief Pncftk 
uirough tnc orutire curtain- TliL, 
wa^s whoa toe * f T€Ci’tJufc Puroha* 
of AyockVya** lisa iaiortnod t£uJ 
Man Uli*t TrvpAUd's liLmlijr ho^ 
plft^od mi ocuve rolo in tb* 
frcY'doca $tru£sA\ and also thav 
bis place hap Poen a snio bouso 
for Uac, 1 rcrolu* ion e-rtca of yctr* 
eocjdubj into Fai^aJbod from 
tiuiiy oGnjcra of tb* coun&ry* 
Th c Man! was Impressed by ths 
erode lumtcj of a t>m>aa ta tb-a 
area, w£a> is the aiath doeoadd- 
ant of a person ainy with exm** 
ordinary spiritual aOiirnwriij 
Exec rpts ot our conversation : 

q: Which language d la hi 
use whlto talking to you? 


P^*5ed: IX. Tocnar, eounUredt 
of tlbm&e ipGf-hj'', adding, that 
the medicine* referred to war* 
only raf^ly. used. The Muv tepn* 
ed that the credit for thU too*- 
kdye goes to Dr, Mtitamou ana 
Dr. Lai Bctar of 

Calcmta. 

IX* Tbmar waj. not alarmed *o ; 


then Superintendent - of Poaoe* ^far *a the srovth ot pile* 


Ur_ r Oay*ncshwxr Jha in t.v- 3 
detail about the mode of lir.nx 
' of Ui* Man, hU aw tit thUUzta. 
try nHftu and whAi *tho paUTka 
team has already unveJcd. The 
main poLnu staged b7 r the a rz*fr- 
tour aieutb were as foIiows> 
aj L Go*u« me Buha js a 

a^ent woo hat got a than*' 
' onuer for seooiCtg rxi«a ttcuvi 
oj Accoruiu^ to tociK, 

U Subhash Cruoari aru 

.vronts v> keep tn h.ding. 

lie refers, to Uie occcuoa a; 
nGanesii CAafurth 4 " Liac fc,i 
■ on January 23* 1979, say ip£ that 
f Babajre aJxde was docked up 
and the birthday of Subhash 


A: HLrufU a eicar Kindi wtLu^ Chandru b:aj celebrated fo 


KU litAIJ '-‘V* 

tc i 1 0 -T lcn| 

tait anji whai 


an accent bordering on Bengau 
d q t.id 

fc W tvnw f 

A k lasted h* if an hour ana 
n was ute c^eninj. W« had ^ 
aptritual diacva^xsn xesr^nj 
arc and the worship of *Qsvi . 
1 hf v^nae wu_i BCiAmJta — j 
itoufio. 


Stress hia point emphtslsei 
that a feast was amrytd aid 
was attended by nsne otoer 
than Ur. Btrendra Rc> of Fi.s 
abad city, (one of the choM-n 
freven ) , and* of course, the 
* - Teer t ha proft'-** of Ayodhr a- 

C) iflfl i*iOAH COQXUxlv^ TCUU- 

»df to * Tis4 oi *tx or soven 


| . » ~ 

q : Did jcu meet him a^ain 7 men, and apcoding- moocr laxtoii- 
a: Ko. '*;■'* K! ly M < aivnijs ~ ua_ng r= brand nc# 

CJ' Why ? cun-OuYcy not or, a fact conSrmeJ 

***v~v*i-*-, ^ by Uio TW'ttv* I > urohU’ o< 

t:iuiU44/tL i™ rATi-unoJ ^AytXlhya to IA# Fae r;ka le^mj, 

uejuxi tno curtain* su^nenow tde , Leads oao^ to beher « that hit 
dUl hot intcretx ■ nw. -mcaiiily jfkpenscs are no 
tnuckU " ’ * ■ ^ an 3.UXL v-. 

Q: P:d It ever coma <o pour dj O/er ilui Ust three jr<sr>, 
tacrAlbdiiO that tne hvts Den came ^to Bahsjt 

tn^lUr bo eubhash Chandra Bo&e from Calcutta on the cccattcn 
in au^uiso ? -XXtnfa Puji 4 '*' iCaye'd with 

A £t iA<ts when Ho Hvrd in him for three to four <Uja 
ij^l r hnvo dkiclples avi x thertt* 1 e> The imrr rihg of rtb- 
They fold m e cns* M*\ Dunja nue Includes the efit^ ^r, 
l>-asad pandey was ih teued ^a temper, a lawyer, a political 
w^Lh a -saint in hides'* suspect- ^ac^irLsK *nd a wocnaiv - | 
od to to NciajL The same Swamf- *; f> Thcush cOTliUi^ to fc- a 
u Lakrr migrated to Ayodhyx 
ot neri also on the 

the Stan Tn tne imau 


heeJi T of 
town OT Ajoonyih at a tur^ whso 
the cute crxi^c to r^num si.ee t 
A meiivber of the tourtn 
C:i;* fc*o trails '***«*'* 
VtU oc 0 / hU having the c?rd cf 

^ loaruartt* one coa d n " 1 

* etna n s mei^ upooisOr to tn# 
Ags on in Du'kiiOv-KwhL 


-Dasnaml Hanrasl" ^?baJI T^ *« 
chain smoker while Disn»n\l 

T^ flTe TTTOT 


tcucTifn-Jc 


'TP" 

fTreT* 


T 


"T^pyc^ig ltw pnet^o of 
-Ilaihg YofiT, Bsbajl doci medi- 
taiioa xeepuig hxnseil Li utter 
eicctuskm wtth the exccptlcn that 
a wxxrum rumd f^vraswati Pert 
who Is xUtrJred to S^rr^Tl^TC 


concerned. But the Man 

tad told Km that bo asquireJ 
H :dUr to corurtsinl hcnwr-rldinuX 
ftw*" 18 Iq 3D hours * day* 1 Of * 
\on*: period* the imjiuinj of the 
dseas* had to be treated difle/* 
^ The Man enquired from 
Dr. TOfiiar is to where he bad 
kami Homoeopathy ? The <k» 
tor replied that h e got his tJ^«- 
t^es f rou Calc^itA liornoeopsthjC 
Medical CX>Bege founded by Dr. 
VI Jay Ksmar Bcse. Hearing this 
rhe Man quipped; -That rtTtfu- 
tionsry or i }{o^eopwJi ,, i 
Ohtiousij* the Msdi had kitaw 0 
th^ b»cteround of Dr, W)ny 
Bcae * Who hal gona tS 
Amertcl In his aunny day® to 
learn the art of makUqf ej^ik> 
aiTe*. but returned as a frost 
Kewoceopaih *ho i* ooa^idcred 
o* pioneer, of H^>mooo^ 

P**2y in x,id:a, 

Toma r further Itclostd 
that when the Man adhered th« 

i3T^r5 — lefk rrrnu r_t>X it 

ordered a Kccnoeopuhic m(dl- ; 
cln« — 3TTT7prtyturn e freen King tt 
Co . CiicuUi 
Whu* 

diefe came a 

the i Ufa of _ 

SESiSSw^ig 

I«.*o it*, jtxM leal wh^T lia 
aaJ to r«ort to a *heei choOr.l- 
In his o^d ajfe* ihlj rnade him 
a .most depend a r»t on oi hen. Dr* 
R P IUsUta, during this Tery 
period too* riSrred a- detachi 
ment c< the rct:n a. 11 w-as LXe a 
muh^pie injury w^hkh the do^or 
f<U* he had uryderyone. a he^p* 
less doctor Mira a;>p:oicba3 
ihet Mm aa^ asked w^iy it wat 
that U\i mis-erlm the calami-,* 
come UwfcLher ani to 
sirrjjltaaeousiy. The Man. fiiMy 
cornposed. cocsokd the , doctor 
that he shxjlj muMer cotiraye 
ard take care of l On, and that 
CTery IhlnK wi)J l>e alHctrf, 1 i 
^he pr«Urt!wr\v of the Mai 
C*me true Tfeat^ at AlKafh 
ho^pHal, 4 he Anci^vr 1 *■ 


lyjcknow^Kothb 
turning point lu 
thU Min. £\£Xl 3 J 


doc(^r 'came 


EvcK — TC — rt : — t i br^UrrKTirnt 
6\ ci-'.guin, tile M-iB Uabajl »*m) to keep uua »oa»» b,ck wi'tM Ms L' ? h< f^Jr" 

cd to have a cic^e brush with as ms aisr^p.e. me quesiKxi — ■ i — -- - * ^ 

h Kbnlnlal^atlan after the ar*s rs «s to »nj ahe dM not ac- 

journsiUt twl encircled him company him h a arrmU a^ 


ter the 
encircled him 
„,h ctruiin P»:ns«Un* dfduc- 

llooi* 

Dike the Sawyer o£ Basil, Dr* 
Vlrendml . Kumar ' Ml6Ara* the 


DraiXTiafcunos Nlwas. Inssesn, 
sue came iS days later W 
^sMvrtujt.^fvia - oisperate.y jo 
S ciicn Of BanaJL trais was torr- 


vcunTakl ^minely dywttnlc IrmM by Uu- "r«nbi Puro=a' 
W-malW Tcprc«MtrvB tti« ■Cur--u A/o^ t , in m« tap, a iw> 
L r . w .r|[ly ct Bombay chow to v.e»,. , 

L^o Uie hot lin* <u«0il>. IU rg Dabajt, rum ibr< a. 
wroU thirw urgent letter* to the S:-nX-r o,-w to l*J. * i«*‘ 
■A. r J ..n , 1 peace gcguliec by pie pc. Qao* h . 


^ Ar •*» hb fr*rt are wns cem- 
eemel Th^. mrmt>ers of his inner 
Hn* ayroed that ihe Mai nbould 
he trs inferred to the cllv 
FalniAad. where be^iec rr^edlcaj 
fatHh:e3 were read:: y at hand 
^ dearth was onre 
kiin*h*d fr~ ^ t>erfeci iec*Hen 

where ihe Mxn had to ahUted 
4f>d, m usual* hr nljht 

TTc be conlLn*jfdl 





eompley 


only with YannAil 
a i (.iivifr '* kr-xy^mrticiitton 
r. c i fu: tL 
Mr Ga^M that Bho~ 

do hi would bi gjo/ connected 
to 'tht digi al t-rlufk autotruidc 
t*cha nge oelngydUtaUed • m V*- 
t*n*M cnabhrj^autonxail; d^l- 
Ung XauTiict [/ Bhad^hi iutrt- 
cnt<ra. 

Be laid tha£ n plot of one 
acre had b-d\ acquired nt Itha- 

wti let/ would s*r vc pro- 
vide a i^lqfihofic change in 
the future /to tuCM the require- 
t^tnU\ of luifnl, Khamftrla Ma* 

hftrtjgany and oiher cft>so vli- 
! a *jf s in /hr carpel belt ' 

Mr CpMha, tioxever, expr*^- 
gray* confefn over the *ele- 
pno^e 1 #lu<^ it Bhadahl. He 
ta:d dfal Its. ftS,i500 remained 
outstgSftdlrg due from 102 t\p%* 
enb^t* on account ol whrfh * 
drly/ hw been launched to col-* 
Lix/^hc dues from the subscrib- 
(»} and \n the proCcai jom* 
Wtfclioiws ’O’er* dl' connected. 

Picture On P&g* 5 


7 to set a, 

r <7 bu remix 


r f 

11 f crime aifttLsUcs .^4 crlm* 
nc^rxifl 

In but com mu n left ton to the 
Chlftf Minsters. M f Nehru said 
*ihr organised %x\i multifarious 
act! titles erf orofrAoml crlml* 
rula Extending a atom the Sure 
and national bcpftdafitj have 
been erxjagJng JT* "Uenttlon of 
Govern men/ ‘for quit* aomi 
time. // 

The rutfonv/ record bureau 
'win Sunctio/ frw a storrhouss 
of inf ortn* Iran on crime and crl- 
tninmh Inclining thO*| 
tint; it nylOn*! and Intenu- 
t Trial lrTff,| 

The cu/ab would co!lect and 
proccjjt /rime »utiMV'S thi 
national /iflviif and Mip^y data 
tn penal and correct lom 1 a (ten.' 
dea* ft/ rehabilitation Of crimi- 
nals, yttlr remind, parole, pre- 
trm turf reUvvt etc. 

If /ould *1*K» coordinate, guld* 
AmLm the Djrurdontms of 
Uu/ottf « ertm* record bur^a 

(her, thft nation*! bureau 
riy prarlde train in; fadHtle* to 
pirannnrl "f <he erlfnt Te* 
m bureau* 1 £>1 eTiluaU, 
frekip and modtrnl®- crime 
btirtaui 

dthand ft 


peopt(F-'wi«»; warucu/fD iAr£EJAV 
tne nouse ndter cLTiblri® a «t ^ 
U The ratlin living *. 
the 1 SaLv\ dalirjs lo b* 1 wldcraf . 
He: hu^oina 'a^xa wanted b/ th* 
l>3lk c in collection with cc: 1 
tA.n criminal act*. The lUba 
got a pii ^tsal building bulit f* 
his woman at in from of 

the <j '-sir let hospital. The heuvr 
La now occupied by her son* U13 
Kumar, and others, 

J) In additloa to the ttoru 
facta, mere cIuca hav* b«en 
lound. BataJL's croobery \$ iTi 
imported &ci, two truck.- kxujis 0 ! 
goods ^rc kept in h'-* hoase, 
U>cre *re is or 16 bis steei 
trunks Babajl ha* neve: uvrd o'. : 
currency notes for any trana- 
action. ; ( i i 

k> T3ie laapeotor of Ajo^hya 
I^^qa^JL Mr. Zallm' Singh: , ap- 
proached the Bab* for mfcidri a 
drtailed enquiry, but Instead be- 
came a disciple and devotee him- 
fleif. 

li Babnjl ha^ conxn and ov« 
Bengali ivnd E-n^'ish larurun^^ 
He reads an English ne-A^poper. 
Hla '^pendlture U around ItA 
'lX^O every mcruh. According to 
Pandit urfcjui Mlshr* of Ksu- 
alialaja Ohal, BabaU used to 
give hhn brand new currency 
notes put Vn a cigarette ca^- 
Always thrown froro beh'-nd the 
curia Ln. 

The amateur sleuth, %i the enu 
of his pctitioQ, which he had 
marked w confidents! and sent 
by registered post, demanded a 
high-level and. strangely, a 
nocrct enquiry. He also ernpha>- 
lAed the fact that the Ayodhya 
polkre. ishiukl not be connect* j 
wnh the enquiry in any wsj. 

This time, the abode of IV 
Man.wiirS visited by none other 
Umn ' the Sap^r Intended Of 
Police htatwW, r>^t ho 'atia ur> * 
able to break ihnoxigh the 
doer and tho cumin which hid 
the Man from the w^rll The 
S p win told , Cwt lie wxs Is 
deep medltailon, *nd a meeting 
was out of the quesV-OTL Pcrplea* 
would come ih<i rie^ct day poe4- 
tlTelv. However, the day nerer 
came, 

Mr. ya^eahwar Jha, wAv rm- 
The ^wperintCAdeM of police 
cnarily transferred to Muxs fiat* 
nagar by the then D P M\ 
Verma, never to unc3isk the 
Babe. After aH, the *mbush apoc 
was a carefully chown one. 
According to my Inve^^aUo™- 
another frequent visitor to Lock- 
gulshed doctor of HomceopaT.y. 
Dr. D S T^ror. Ho w* s the per- 
so n conau T J e d abcu t f femow- 
path 1c medicine* fmnV l>*h1nd 
l he cinnomon cUrtatn* Once the 
Man enspitred whether he coulJ 
uac ITvnallta /c *escu!!<i 1000 for 
treatment of Pile*, wiih whJcb 
the ^(an irti afflicted. A nr' 


Editor S K Boii, Printed 
and PubHihed for the 
AlUhabad Patrika (PJ Ud.. hy 
Shfbendra Kumar Do Biiwai at 
PalriWa Preit. 6A, Patrika 
Marg, Allahabad 
REGO, No. AD 12, 
LICENCE No. W'-4 VOL 
XXVII No 3 


In;me \vorR 
millennium 


t Created for 
i i) 

t 

ffliUenniiim 

The most spiendit 
material money can t 
India. As unique as y< 
lifestyle. And as price 

jHilInmium 

^^ade from 
rare giving 
fibres’. 

Camel Hair, 
Cashmere 


RETAILrUS . LOCK KOW 
BAD : RAMJttAL RATAh 
* SHREENGAR, Hot* I M« 
IMA Btitdinj, Lokutobir. 


'V 








i 

i 



; a eJ 3 s *t its? - “ r « ~ _ i b c i- s - 

1? ? 1 5'3-;3 § X 3 . ?? «3f-e t S *"??'■' i E. o 5 

V\ 



> V 3 5 

;if 3 


e: ^ fc fi *i 

Ss^ffs * I* 


^hehsJ 

-is;r c z > ta- 

3 ^ 1 a. ctnVW 



g^s* M 

u s * 

„ i> t i ^ v 

• * * ) ? p, 

5 1 1 S * I 4 

M = & 


F OT r 1 

^rxa! <i 

13 


y * =. - s tc s. - % B _ i : ... 

* !T r j 7 !I 5 .. 5 kc'^jS 
sJwKiiK&SigS *> 
y 2 ° " ° _ vt ~ ^ >w Z 

2 5 ? o jE'?v" 5 . ; r.??i 55 ??£lfo]> 

*■ 31 ^ flP 1 ** «-*■ _ * ^ Ip 3 -■■ » ■ 13 IT 



- tgll^S’* -irs 
' S S^ 5 is a o^U|c s 3 jfi 4 ^ 

- ” 3 ^- fft_.?S 3 wS=»r - O 


C**T* 

ft 

^* 4*5 


53 

O 


3 




Cft 

cT 

o 

i 

S 3 



& 


tx p t c J j ^ cr * 

t= t £ ~ 


3 ? 




s? si .* 8 J 65 |f 
S 5 »f° J 


%:.-* =" B 35 


c: 


j > c r a * * y * 

!&■**, ft, r ? 

i •- " ft 


- „ ? R 3 ii ^ 

•a? 3 ^bly*’ £^"1 ** 

? | s 3 bfliajpftt y a 


7i 3 i fl ds? 2 ^ ~ 5 -? 

’- >f-P^S *-•-'■• 


5 


s s ; s 
*” *» 

__ *1 V- »* 

” 7 & * 

; - 5 * * g £ 

J'rj* £ a; S ff : k geSv-J.. 

y.^ii y t I 1 7 ^ u 1 ; y ^ t I' n 


r 



. +§*« 


'63 




04 - 


Unlr rAnal, 


- I 1 Hi t j,iT~ 


P I*W 




.1 

+’ .1 

M + ■ > j 



The front Hew of Ram Bba ran. In Fal&abad. the teat 
abode of the 'Mao' 


FROM PAGE OM 


d 

Man of mystery 


to 


aem In Lh* room to kart *h»cc^«ucii tueasag* wu relayed 
he wanted to perfofni certain |C*lcuii* ??. , L * 1 1 ,J T 

rehgkxii 'rites 1 andrtak* care of * Dr, Bftan*Hee and tic. Roy 
things Dr, MUhnl remained tn 


the room until rooming— <h# 
room contalni&i preciout docu- 
ment* and roworlab-i 

RodUng happened on SepUm- 
1 x~ 17 1Q84 oniy UiU Dr, Mbh* 
ri floated * i*ory to Dr,. Banfn 
Jmi and other* In iht drdma 
that people from Cttcuh* were 
expected any moment, But, 
among the chosen few, rh# Pu- 


Q: *Dsd they lell you who 
actually cud amt tive me^tt 
A: They said that k was Dr. 
MJLshra who had sent It, Besides, 
U>ty iAid, a telegram too had 
been, sent (u> CaJcvttcV, They 
also said that a high othctal had 
reoetrcd K and that ''hi* mu' 
were on their way to PaUahad 
f%xnehow t to m, it ■ acetntd In* 
compreh rouble. 

Or DU 1 yon enquire about the 


"hi* ot A|odh]»,R*n KUhor,^^™— 
lOhr». w not bifonn«l »baut A; Ycv -n^ tolfl m| vti * t 
tha rt<J «T*M until th« forenoon Dr. r p MVshr* ru 
Ot &cp<«nber 14 . Hcnrln* tJ*« after juch wnutmeM nnl 
new* the PuTOftk ruifrod to (hat the cremation wu * to take 
Palfibad and 1 I reached j ; Ram place at Goptar Ghat. 

Bharan, s 1 Q: Dkl jmj ask why wch *1 

pnllkly pUc*-<k 4 X&r Ohav— 
It was around 3 p.m, on 8ep- was chosen 
tender 18 a Mfctidor appeared A; Of course, I had sutgesaed 
at FUm Bharan, that the body be taken to Ayo- 

The Rest of the account dhy* a* ©wam^j too had a de*0 
comes from the constant tnd knre for (h* pUc*. But they In* 
loyal T«rth purohlc of Ajodh- taking the body m 

"Diptar Ghat - , 

Q- When and how dll you Q : A * *hat tmrve, who w-%* 

get' (he ne** aboui hk pacing * ^ 

* vt or 07 banner J« 7 

a: Dr. R p xathra ^ 

A; If wai atcund w full enr*nrd the iliu^Uo'i 

yid ^jfcnouii ul oo^^tmoer il& Q: How w*s the body cs-r^i 
when Me, L R liingo mature 10 to Ouxcar Ghat from Ram* Bha 
tuc and said that *&* Swamljl Tan, paltabad 7 And. aecondlr, 

oKit,. Y > : : ^ Wto tbt Mqacnc* j rf ths 

T(a i*id that 1 the crema- orwopmem? 1 

Uoa would bo h«Ki «wu«l 3 * ■ ^. R J!* ' 

pin, the law v, <nkthl- ta the courtyard aro-^ru- 

^ 1 1 -*> a * u, ' od **>*« uiy " 
go »nd t»v« swtaujl. U« M5 pjm _ and ttwa wu ihm« 

■(lanhoti'i At thli f^ago, I wxdd ^ *TtL\iadDf N ; We wtr* WLand* 
WHO twt HJffl W »•. In, o» ^ ®A<1 wh«l Of VIUhrw 

rtplled tH»t a daj «arUrf. li« iiuddtnty orderwl Cvat u tooo *» 


Ce^vtel . ^ 


fe” 


^ "tj OnjLy {f 


ty 


' (bM ' 


lb 


J 


j 


j 
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< i* 


, i 


I 

| f<H?Ucu uvo: a da> Ij* 

had kOji\a to know o£ LfrraqyjL'* 
parsing away "’front W^KBsrmr 
iQa. AiLupaui. Ar.d U was just 
cm bis o*n thai bra was convey- 
ing UiU pie:* cf near*, tot b* 
knew bh a < i W34 *n ‘ regular 
touch vk 1\ Sw-amJJi. Again • I 
enquired why had he held over 
the hews Par a lull day. Mr, 
Singh replied chad. 3l was bo- 
cau*e ha could not get timetto 
come aad Inform to c*' However,' 
l quickly collected my family 
GKtrdKsrs* and we rushed to the 
Ram Bhavan reaching tie 
place ae 12-30 pjru' 

Q : What did you wee as Tou 
rtaoned tnc spot?' 

A : 1 ve x the bedy kept oa 

i c-l slabs and Dr. M^hra*! 
daughter sfd-ng ctsido it ar.^v 
spraying jome scented nuterkU 
over the body 'at regular inter- 
vals, People were coming jo 
and leaving. 

Q ; WflO were tha people ? 
a : They cvnvrwed D*a~&]y of 
l he family mcuxcca oc Ur* Ra- 
r.crjee, JDr. M«nr» fl l Mr. ££tjse> 
n* Gopsi tjrlvaf va *rxd *M* 
J igdannar (Ma Eiaroswati Bhu- 
kU>, and hfcr Hki bedy-was 
draped in a 1 piece ;] of do tiL'.Ip 
appeared to be a bit moIleiL*' 
Qt But* hoy 1 coyid you 
«iaka It out when hli body Sra'i 
fully covered? 

[ 

A: From the ^-anreri appear* 
a nee. And thd 1 people over there 
also said that it had r err wined 
in fchspc for a day, but then 
*om* sign* cf decay emerged. 

Q: Were you sure ft was the 
body of 8wamlji Wheat you had 
aCrvcd for aa many mi \2 ye*rs? 

A: I wn not aUo&red to uq* 
^ver the body for ibe kni 
'darshan*. 

Q: Tlren* wHar happened 7 
A: I mingled with the people 
over there. There vm talk of * 
wlrclr%s message r-r* to Calcu- 
tta and ilrat 7>Li m« n* wer* 
<* peeked any monKnt. fbrnxUv- 
tn«l>\ it all turned out to b* a 
hoax, 

Ot Who told you that any 
FROM PAGE OKZ 

Non-Cong-1 parties 


SlU 


Ui«5 
115 Jtup 


ther wanted a time It 
be set for presentation 
report of the Saricari 
mission. 

The declaration /aid the 
people's disco n ten/ would 
mourn if proper /le volution 
of powers Is rJt effected 
*fxm< States areAot given a 
due say In tne decision- 
making proces*/s to meet the 
people's ajypiryilons and ' a 
true spirit /f federalism is 
not fully resfored*’. , 

The meesfng pleaded that 
ontclat mjAla Uk« the Doo r 
larshan And - Radio should 
he deyntrallsed and the 
States Jfelven & .channel to 
enabljr them to give expres- 
to Ihlr heritage and 
opmenial icUvltlca "In 
* with , the democratic 

Slrir 


kuddcti^ ord-?vc*J that m *i 

sad tax* cur t ?* "_s ;u the \chjc.-t» 
q: Dtd you not 'rrques* D- 
Mh v vr> Rfiin to pcnru(| yr«J 
hU faos 7 

A ‘ I hii 

tun, the of hmting h*i 

^oarshaa” dxl coas4jDCJy hwuni 
my ml ad As »e were spprowcu- 
mg - the Oopc&r Ohwt i Art ja, 1 
MAna^oisJl fMXhaumm 
&ms), to uncover* u a bit. Bxji 
sj Lf^ m Madras soei. Anuparn. 
was sitting ne Mimed 

'down rry rrqueaC. 

Q: Tnea hmppe.c*rd T 

A: Ak the cremiiiGc p^os 
came ciooe. Dr. MAhrsfs .vin. 
Anuparn^ mhghted so as co r-bdfl 
the driver to Uie exact a* 

Ihij Juncture, I mlmr*£ rag- 

tng for hiring been j denied 
'"dsrshan" 1 . J cearty ordered Raj 
Kumar to ui^vier 
face. He d'd a bit any X ccxJld 
tee his fsc^ upco the ntoo. H 

loc.xcd 

Q: Oa Uhe basts of 4 h*£UTer 
you sa ir of A a face for » 
exxn erns ( ca n you ooocriOe un tr 

iail<TU fra.E.tire, uhe prut>so^> aifo 
aaa erher suoa vij*gs 7 

A: HU tjroplexlon hai turn- 
ed poie> his lore'-iadd. bxHl, 
the rest correr ed by w'tute h<dr 
According to nxj est*minon. ho 
thtLt hare tetii arour-a vu. 

I And* he continued »drt d^p 
sorrow ar,d pam il 
„h» H <loutXA aioous.* & ^i*£n 

[ the brokers of power: 'AS w* 
reached is< spo<. the pyr^ w-a.j 
alnw* rtaOJ. 6<r^ngr!y. CO oerwrr 
rented nt<^ were pen^rtnecL So 
unusually great wa^ the hurry 
chat the body' ‘= r ^s lot given 
&vtn a last bath as nhe Ifindu 
traditions demand. E>r MAhra 
termed so flusle^td *rvj poJiiety 
that at a point he shouted 
tngrlly st HaJ KAmar and push- 
ed hinv aside as the latter ^ 3.1 
trying to perform an o*h«**ds« 
essential vXe of ' i SanksJp' # . 

Q: Hhen who Hi th* pyr» T 
' A : All ten or eleven of us, 
tech being a dtsciple of pwamlji 
q : What vea^ the time. 7 
A: U was 4 30 sharp, P wm 
drlndlog, but U>* prre kyAt^d 
una fleeted. 1 

Q: Was Dr- Bonner Je« only 

jupcautor as ihr prre 
1 bunting and the tody t^lrc oon- 
Itgricd to the flarTiCfi ? 

A : By rro^. the ptop'o hAd 
been tfstrftruted Into huddled 
groups — eoch consisUng of tseo 
or (hree people. They spete t 3 
whispers only* ihe tones 
hushed. I could not compel err? 
what they wrTei talking abot^ as 
-I was struck with lm.'rvens-e wrtef 
The only thing I said w-av what 
an Irr' ~ 1 W- ire onlr thiTbe*n 
bene tn ice him MT o*> th* 
yevarney, wCM-r™* h 
have been it thirteen lik>' 

rcournero. 

(To be conUnuri> 
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From Nirmal Ntbe.don . with fsKwor, Das J Agarw<j>T in Sitapur 


NEEMSAR, <Stlapar D Is- 
let, h Jan. B^tnves ligations 
cing carried J out by the 
Pairlka" back-up team wnra 
uddenly interrupted by an 
lecirl tying breuk-througn 

i IbJi sleepy township* We 
ad once again stumbled on 
arsons who had observed 
tie Man closely. -The Mm v 
vad ^discreetly moved font a' 
,ueknow suburb known 1 as 
Ltiadr*. VJB. DallganJ, on 
U la pur Road, ftom the hoUso 
if an elite Muslim sometime 
n 195G Earlier during tils 
even-year stay, at Lucknow 
J950-&6V Man tot lived 
Lt Shrlngar Nagar In Pun- 
jabi Koihl situated M; the 
right hand of ALam^agh 
Crossing, Later he shifted 
to a, Shiv alii on 1 the hanks 
of the GontfeL which he 'had 
io Quit due to Hoods— by 
midnight once again, for hts 
own security reasons. This 
was during our missing 
chapters between 195d ind 
1902 


According to Mrs. Shiva 
[strain, wife of Mr. Shlvu 
:aratn Sharma. Mahanta 01 
fie Shivala lermde at Nccm- 
r In which the Man made 
Ls hcadQuarters, the Man 
:ft this refuge suddenly ou 
he night ot July 10—17. 19fi2. 
3 ti car with two trucks 
ratling and none being the 
isjr, for the getaway wan 
wlfUy effected with military 


reels ton when all the mMe 
Lbers of the family of the 
pandit ShWa Nirain 


out on the occasion of 
larrlagtj cJ. a dose Irda- 


ere 

ne marriage 

re. -X 


ThtJ^ady further .corrobo- 
rated, xhat Mrs, Satflswall 
Devi (Jagdambe Mai, ancl 
h* r then young .son Raju' 
Uved with the Man, who 
once again look extreme 
pains for his security, re- 
ducing the wi^b-llke gaps In 


f * - • 



the structure of his room by 
a solid granite wall. 

There is a startling dis- 
closure In tho narration of 
Mrs. Shiva NaralrL The Man 
chose to leave this location 
a lew days after the un- 


scheduled visit of a lady 
named LeelawatL who had 
come rrom Calcutta with a 
band of a hundred Ladled of 
the rRamakrishna : Mission* 
The Man * declined to meet 
J ^the ladles and the croup had 


blown. 


The Shivala temple complex {top) at Heemaxr where the 
Man Urt4 and , {bottom) the bickioor df the temple used 
■ by him* * 


to return disappointed, ac- 
cording to Mrs. Shiva KarsLa. 
Of course, the Man left the 
location poo n after* not in- 
clined to let hU cover be 

1 ** t , '* J 

For Mix Shiva Naraln* thu 
Man vraj Just a “Pur dc Wade 
Baba” (Baba behind, a. cu/- 
* tain) and no moth* notwith- 
standing the . long* sojourn 
under the very, nose. But tha 
Man seemed to havo left aji 
tndelibl irrrpresaiori J on her 
mind. She recalls , ruefully 
how her husband' had been 
taken to the police station 
on several occasions, hnd 
even detained for acme days. 
She pleaded with the Man 
who was hidden behind * the 
curtain t “Please 6^it^os^ 
your Identity*, so that the 
police would leave her honest 
husband alone. The ^matb 
who had apparently-takeo 
in the t entire ( -situation 
through Ms . wide'*, speak 
intelligence network* told her 
not to worry Inf the least 
[about IL 1 The police oETlr.cr* 
who had persistently at^eznp* 
ted to pe Derate the inner 
perimeters of the : Man's life 
w ft % never heard of there* 
after,' i i 

By then* the Man called 
this wonderful and trusting 
lady “Durrs Ma*\ -,She toId r 
out back -up t tsjn , * how 

choosy the Man was wltjj 
1 regard to his * 1 food* ■ which 
consisted of the* very beet tit 
meat, flsh and I 'eggfpdtohfilj 
andL ot course* -BosogtillftsTy* 
A ©m code-named »■ “LaiU*V 
arranged all these for^thf 
Man; none else was cntras-% 
ted with this domestic,, task:, j 
"According to' the i'wlJe ol . 
the Mahant, money j orders 
were occasionally ■ received In 
the name' of her late hus- 
band. However* she had/ not 
(S*e CS/lif!! 

’ rh .c jfi 

* * > '• * , »**,% r l 
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The man of mystery 


n- 


the foggiest noUoa; about 
their origin.' 

Investigations here reveal* 
ed that the Man came to this 
location with Mr. Surendra 
Singh Chaudhury^of ELawaJu 
a person who had been a 
regular visitor until' the last 
at Neermar. There was yet 
another lucky . break ' ior ths 
“Pattika** back-up, team In 
this' part or. Uttar. Pradesh* 
The E 5 -year~o 1 d -Wr* Lai Dai" 
Mahant* , popularly fcjnown as 
Rama Baba of Kashi Kund. 
and Ihc brother-in-law , of 
the late Mahant of the Sbl- 
vala temple, revealed that 
the Man had extraordinarily 
large fingers, and M Lhere was 
white, curly hair on the back 
of his fingers' 1 , 'His colon* 
was fair and his, body tall 
and heavily. The jB aba used 
to keep a thick straight 1 
stick. He spoted . V» beard 
whichMie shaved at inter* 
vals J - 1 *► ! ‘ s | 

According to Baba Lai Das 
Mahant. the Man was living 
In the upper floor all alone^ 
The cars streamed In from 
nowhere, as usual by night* 
and disappeared. 'Hie bare- 
ness of the compound was 
also not to escape the eye of 
the man who himself plan*, 
led “Anilo" and mango trees 
and ordered the other in- 
mates to plant more of them, 
which they did. The place 
was now Invisible from the 
outside world. Incidentally , 1 
the ‘place has ; 'since be*n 
named "Subhash ' ChandK 
Bcso Park" and a ^\nie with 
this 1 name has been, display- , 
ed at the entrance' of this, 
historic temple. ^ (j 

According to the revela- 
tions in this temple* the 
Man's attendant, Amal Roy,] 
passed away at Neemsax. One 
month before his disappear- 
ance, "Durga Ma disclosed", 
cars came almost daily at 
dawn and left after run- 
down. The car that came at 
dawn, left at dusk, and the 
one that came night went 
out before sunrise. 

Once. she disclosed* Ma 
Anand Mai during her visit 
to Neemsar sent two cars 
with a wide variety of food- 
stuff and garments, but the 
Man refused to accept them, 
since he wanted this spiri- 
tual personality to present 
herself to him alone, and 


cared not for the things she 
bought from Hardvir. ■ 

1 The Man used spectacles 
and' i camouflaged his face 
with a cap pulled downfupto 
his nose, and sometimes 
moved In the darkness of 
night — a hooded figure to 
the' world at ben — .with the 
^irge stickpin his bajid.) Uhls 
rUck was found In htsiroom 
at Ram Dhawm — hli last 
tibodej towards an oid de- 
serted] temple* \ , j 

The^ Man left without in*, 
; forming any bod y *'4 1 T [Hi ere 
seemed to bo no let up In hts 
security* system, his dfrgutse 
and hts si^rpected Identity sui 
one of the greatest persona'- 
ll ties of the l world. 


* A question ; remains 


U the apartment at Neemsar 


Why 


d for 
un- 
ary ? 
r f the 


In’ which the Man llvr 
six jyears, still lying 
occupied In his men: 

One thing was cIkil T 
Man had chosen spots where 
his* astute planning and 

* security consciousness • , could 

,not be foiled by the simple 
folk around He was like 'a 
General 'moving on terrain 
which he had already jecoh- 
noSrprcd in military precision 
after positioning bis invisible 
helpers in strategic places. 

, The holv shrines were qn 
excellent cover for a man 
who ate meat* smoked tpo 
best cigarettes, a man, of the 
best of worlds, and yet not. 
An extremely cautious and 
superior mind was at work 
In an age In which he did 
not wish to participate in the 
counsels of thte wise, and yet. 
kept j himself _ abreast of; all 
thatj was happening i in -the 
world. A highly volatile per- 
sonality, emotional to * the 
core -like the sons of Bengal 
but above all. a man pf 
peace . 1 ^ 

It was from here that the 
Man, after sojourning for six 
vears, Irft for Ayodhra in 
July and settled, for 

some time at f^hankar v’was 
in Dar^han Nagar village 
betonct:;.- to the Maharaja 
of Ayodhy* which was 
n—pn<*ed b* one Dr 

Ghosh (Initials unconfirmed* 
through- the san-ln-U^ of 
the P*ta, Dr. n M MHhfa 
who also hanrv*m tb be of 
the 

fTo be confined! | 
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A*M« viewer tW Min'* room at Ram Bhaw a o t ra!ubad. with document^ fil« and \ 

dfp>g* scattered, all over. . .. . t , ,■ -l. . j? ! 
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cou nt/knro a nd qu ! Al j eir*«k tsf 

Fky^-ard 10 btlxitv&r kick :rfT ml 

15-Jaunch year jfr lh® spy<s | 

•flrroc y erf Unk^ystitck , ; 

At thfl eotxrrM wtre comman- 
der Robert 'afoot" CHoon and 
opJJcrf CJ^jrJej I Golden. Their 
cr<TA'macny«ra GUTfn i If*wV* 
Franklin ^Chanf-Dtae, Or> |4 
Kflaon.yfjQA a^telllta enjlneear 
Cenitr and Democratic 
oeaiivo Bill of Florida, 
district Includes tht Ktra- 
djr Spao* Cetrtri. 


iscfovefmg;. a dead trail 

^ron>: S. Kausar. . Husairi with Nirmal Nibcdon 


eon- 

tKC-d 


* AI&ABAI}, Jin, 13 .— U vat vdi cn Uio man was dead/ Thi Mtpough lit in* in soirtsrr 
, " dix-ovtrliijc a dcatl-i tor- Inalde r«milnM Wrtiln -lintm-nv of room, dl^tneeo 

dwui trail id mud and dust, a rlcw of t telectcd team In-hid- !n , n ttn o-.r^dt vom ttv, 
n '“* or .lCCo and S**X». «n»7- [^g , member of our back-up phjat* ,11 more on hiding h‘-s 
:r-C loCO the IhipCss hlr, and With force at FMzabad lor fun four ^^.0. ^ irtvtXLnc — HU"E£ci“ 

tn axltsmno MI dtonce. I ; But. davs . ■ ., ••( VpS^t'gtoc T'Tw 


the 


die- os'! .-unit 7 made ttio tujago j n earlier’ chapter,. the nnt ' '>carf»_ or rrionkr 70151V hx» 

' - hi' * 1 1 vhr, ^ ri ml Ktiu^no P lrt <> f our foray* Into the hi&t '«**» corrxioral<d‘ by mil . «od 

oi M'SLc* ^ JS «” coT.r.n .t^^^-en,, *hc h* 

tored into ^Tdmdets of the 

Man. ^t ntrv. months after lh* - ^5" h 7 ~iraa _c ttipate3r^~*Tl- «W*Tho i.f*n lived Uar.i mi* 

dence* collected arSkapur, Ap> to & or the ptrsvm wbu *CJU 
dhv&. Bastl a*' ATodhra rrrdU recall cxf^mOrtUnsrT 

and hail}- at F^=ata4 corerlni c^rcUaT^isncca ir. atxKti die ida^ 
l >pan Of toe, 35 i JCAri i . SLygeS : trred aX Z*i 

. * T/s i 

tr*i«JJDlcU 


TiicJu! em ber 13, thn miSv 

of dar k’jS ^ n nln e 1 * layer 
by Layer, so as to unroU i the 
truth. 


UD, f , *„ b ' a “ , hC S!: ' W 0 ^<M ' a^coniistem^SHT-Ot _WT. Iocli - Pr>i^. ._ DhaTamrnM,, 

tnainlni -lie p . ]* . I h<na— moving fiom chee to Brahmekunct, O'lruitwr*. Jjit k- 

i,cv1 ' ^ tJ " t , ?,IJn ' n i jco®. ibindoned pUcea from th» pro*,- Charan, 

w U * aw r ‘aim of iamil ^nds of the Inqu^Tea.. .liankeg_V t *ntL.;W t W 

ibt rtalm ° C u» m The selected „ vlslton ,Uo»*vd or f^n Sv^^DiSr^i* 

to die aiitM'OOnia adjacent r< Kiielrabed rvniple. 


cd us into 

nh f Mar’s lost, abode _ _ 

Bhavm. »•« «v» brtK't , jn ^ ^ nrtra<n « occupied h» _P»ndey^ ^ Barfly a U* 


ot ^cn J sbl^ t cri 
tc^uHe to pry op*" tr\ J a 
hitlco 111 AgTUn. 

I 


once 
nniv 


a Ci- Man himself a-lth ” r 07 

lv «d »nd aln tloiej fully ic ree ntiT Khhotr hC'tvr*. hand lu - > * 


\^n ^ xi^n 13 

F*nAA JLtofc? u AtjCirs 

IhbiarJj AAirjri 

erf Umapm Pc<^b # Qiijy TUp^i 

cau Tr^^i .or { a>fn B hsdrf 
PsOEsk oT Coripx^TiTiy 
iniruouv In ihetr j chen^ceii4 
Uio Xl^a pr * h 1 by a uwi 
cc tKjlejkon *nc«rt*irrfog vooli 
a frw con3,dsrir». A nd iTm dis- 
cvAirmr^I tberu to mstr sivv 
eoolc^turfl tbout trts Viennty^ 
nnctly prtibtbyknf p<ru>ss ' k 
(ii Ik sboirt hb tx±£j*ric+ 

'The ^npre ssion wof tfit ^nrptfr* 
rustic folks or Leu*-1H£*tU few, 
who rjv, ^ iric cio*o of obscrye^ 
to* Mm is Uia% tti# Mid *blft*d 
from one plare h» atW^tlJldrf 
lr^ in eu pid ird^nri 

ca rned wlUi him g^^k-k>iufr~F* 
hh Taltia^U ^ po^r^Vcbv— ^ £b&t 
tin irf msnr ae«ii^ 5 CTELS uw-d 
Xo come: dkirtn^ is^clirVi to bis ?♦* 
«d f n“f. (hM from CsJ 

&*• ft^t t 
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THEfMANOFi MYSTERY: 


CJ*±a used - to f join Mm Daixkti- Eniliah* and : Sansl-Tit 

Urly around daauaxx^33- on tips/ be v« hei^to-beel * 

nun and Dur^a JSj^, that Urv mm tr^nwd *t*H n’jr. 

"usual AcdrtoWww £Lir*t iwarcmrsi *o r,\r. 

an January 23 guch at s pecial Infrared In external and laVer. 
pnkjen* Icavt^&nd ^Houqucta^^oT txatlonal off *ira India/* lrtcd->m 
ted rd^rbroulptlnw C*Un*«. *tni*sl* bctn S his Urou rile *ul> 
distribution or i mv**tA SLmnnj?^ J*ct and thb harirf b^n amply 
d£ i^IccumTc ttf* 1 w ceu ' Ova r t^ved by th* casual Ul*s wiih 
hod i'ntaxlc "bloodier ckr/ v °/ ‘ His *<le:*ed . Ttskors and th* 

OriUed 



uem. 

intelUffenc „ 

ejdiu InAiion to C He hUt'by' recap* roam fcho*% ocraJsiocRlij, . hit 
Hulai&iff' ItH* fe events : -qUoUngt: wnm*n« on Um editorial*, ' 

' : yeari and th* teased for ] * .- WTb *> much we 

r*tn^inberLrc ■* bo rohautclj * the *rUl ;har« io dUsrcc . the penocu- 

oijaunoue aura around the Ll*n IfcJ or tn* *Eao by Pi*cirur iO£c- 

For iruianct, vho wll* ot 1st* **** tfc* eridenc* of the penorvi 
Rhiv Nora In > Mahant pf i - tn*, ***° Have had ck** touch with 
U^valura ar-^NecuW 4»'<juo p -M ^ l£an— rho** Mx> tod acorns 
dio month of July* l&dS, vhen bo htn, [,» / .- ;,{ 

f the Man aUcoUy! left ^eLpIac^ ftrst who a%naito auna 

reaicn £he. 

mgo ^^y-ww 4-tU> 

Ut*r* Purohiv JUm :ie»bor* SLitl 

Witfira #ayi U was . 'DHanttr**' ji^wonao 

bv 1974 that HU FraHlod .Dbam* * Ko ^ r * Hnt vi*hjtbc £un 

ahalg- vaa a4^uIred"Hrt4V^^V“^ pfel, ditcoiea In h5» Huruej* 
Piusad Faadey r oT ,Bo 3 d*iuxt &at + ^ + “«>rand ^rrarti^ la ur 
iho M* n ^CflldjitLied DotpiTaS, icc^d In ihvroctn of tho hUn 

in HU X>tiar&maHAjA jrexr^ Iunh ^ T ' hy ur. 

Ttdx- case a od. *xac^aida ^ iltoy't^daiiSsiorL. of 
R*tonUblr^. f 1 ^ tn^lL^rnce cisic^ri who 

Fix* 01 judklbl ^andirlU, J t^enocued bin *a Cittjcu.on 

Lho'. evident, ol thcae :[- ludep^^ J *nrr 
dent wunrictes who do 'noc bar*: U *** : ^ l 

any vt*Urd Lnkrto# ; a * ap4ab*r.^; of wunesm 

ertath can not b« discarxlf<Li i. posit3oa k> thro^ 

More so, Uje ataUkneoCi of ^uro,^ on &># *deuti£j of the n 
hx kjuu KiiTore 1 ShuWa^^n-j' Hamper- 

naa' t^cn clone! to the Alan Xor ^ atu^T ■ 

fttxnu 13 ycarv^lfi7t-BSr-<^n not ^WTih 

no Druanea aside. U a tn ^~priid]<-t? k> c^- 

ent uorvticr mat WHaar/ for : a 

ojoraent, ,aop map piece of UU and_ 

uax ecu e n t a^nereda b s sa Id tb k ; ’ 9^SP_*i?} *ff_ f toi' face^^; k e 

one day at Hrabuialmnda Ouru-' 


e^oconai vein, cculkled^ln him 

tfcii" jh e^Iia ■ “«'SfcCT ,, Wvp* k* '.n tr 

leg*; ~oT 'fcmrfe 'Vaj non« "le M* 

' Uia Veubnnah" C&ndra Best We 

'a-kj rcJect'uiS' pari oTerliiglc*!* ^ trfen Et slay the iiaa Ire- 
rrom pur* l«sal!jtlo Tle^ ca ^J7 <jbl,CT * r: S t*43 Iroo y 

Crou nc ibat It la In anj c«a *■' ^Lk“’* e \ _ 

hwmj cyidence. I .. .Lvj «u< * " "* 

<o «„ ftu_-t ihu'Dfi T. O. Em- k^Z s^ >T 

nerjee h dc*4 <bd -Uffi— iutiT ■ fihutU. ^ Tt.nd Jtab** 

c 1 ^r-«sn^x"b t coallrcnrtl ' ‘or , !?, lr 5 t v '' .T*° l rtd . t ~ l P 1ra 
Oo muen ^cut th. Mmk, I«-lJ£* 2 * J£»' 

, i :r* i lT - iia ,n ^ ^ ^ 



tmddlnf crowd In, utur aecr«j # ^ 

IU 1 ream# .ImsUa-rd Pri ^ fourty r.tooi y% S^T 4 rwiM 
reauiy ciobUr^ ^ ^ ( Jagd>Glt> ? ^£a> who 
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maddintr 'crowd La ; trter '«cr«cg^?2 ^ f f 
*<b tUd rndtrlcta^cd. 

£kuii^i* bent oa tohW}'"piT^ , ^ < D ' ~ <? 

(om ^.etona* "'urilMotpeted. *£ 

mtoUW 0 ( .Tfefcoc -wUl 

*“V ro>W ■ prank*. , * rJ 3 ^“ln ££ 

aot0 * ^ ^ | Jo£ 

l re 7 ! 5 a T , . 0 I.&a. PP**«^ who ktKV <rf 4 Y W o^tx VI 

*nd displayed a . modem wMoOt. ^ ., ^ T '7tXVv>^,'. 

V* vr* T * ^ ><* Oajtoti^. But hcrtr. Tn-v>. t °J 

lo-dav 11T«. J* th«-' p 7 mfM ««■,*****» 

E*> 
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* kx^sure 'wlthT jt* 1 D 

, 0 » .««. »«<«» M^^tPSSSM'SfUK 1 

dasbriarni Mm , )Ui« ^ ^V ; bull oL It cceicJiHioo* card t* r 4 j. i* 
eonrfcned to, IUm« . K« «* J^rired! 4t p.-OTlded Cxu« : wfco do "> 
mi Alt & QT'ttltg ^oua f^j^o a J 


I JOT; -uuy fic'-jwu— TUf u^z^r-v* if * £* 

ivw , m ■^? , . , *“!(C jW£. ^ 5 v*rl enwbocinrbtr <* ft)*' pro-*td On L 

<**\- W'i'itf?- ^ ' ‘- 1 £r t ojM7*t XL. ’- 1 , 1 fti :" ■ Oft ‘ 

Th.,th«rtTfof .Uvi ibc benic ^OIju^ 
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From S. Kausar Husain, with Vishwambhar Nath Arora ) 

F Al^AliAD January Xt—OnQ was a strong poirner towards tha Tire/ lef! tht'r suV only way out was through rstatr 

si^gle factor — hut vr ty crucial identity oi the Man., i m*nn« oa tht its-ahore at Puri llfninfi contact with Dr. ©utJl 

in mat .Dr. Pjivn rfl f Dr. Vsviira Mohan_Ro/ , t w* «nd wzaturrrt Ufce : ox« to Bose, K*uJL^ J b^^err' A 

. Motiaajloy. in imports rkt_lur^_ m tru mnttUj * nd lm fag m d'.fTtren: parts o£ tht rcumry. operation w*a la iht oc&ajL 

» Isobar/ O f t he I.K .A. nja l rfan -ined Du:n ;Dum * Paflc a ri* Ca >^ Wh i.1 ^ Mstundn SifJgb irx/rea though if boom* ranged. Hoy 

i Close ~*' 66 ptact w UTP _ the N *5i tu cuttaj had * chequered cucce rfa tow \rCs v the IMnJsb, TuLim bcooru s *p‘»Uen*' i reeling it* 

r This le^r fai’tcn?robe more 3 reply ’The importance of hl» contact Mukherj** left for Bomb* y* the Khldlrpur area, and 0*1^ 

into tht ctr^>rvalUy of tha Man with the Man c*n b* understood Psvitrs , iiohsn Roy and 'Arnu wem to Street to l|toh Dr* 

wno«f prime concern tor ihe only K wi first study Dr. F. M. headed for Oslcuttj £o*e. But* n UMucfc would 

„ last 35 years, which he passed ftoy hlmstlT. Oui^haa © b* I lurre^Utloudy b/ night* 3 have It, the doctor w*e in 

% in this state, was to bide h>m* man amorn^ leaders "_to become it w*s urtpermtfT* for them to 'Hat aribsgh, 

■ self from thf outside world All tjy* leader o**r men ind on* rts* Ketajl'i house icr Elgin This put GUI on thi praverfjll 

accounts we have confirmed such person was Hoy, * tlit Street. But how cooM even home of a d'l<mtns. * Whtt * vw 

that p-e^tfn from Calcutta used advance tusrd of let*ndry nun thoV highly skilled mm tlude tie to do next? II* d*ckl*d V 

\ i<y come around January 23i tu nkc Am> r fil njh GH l, tht British ircret serene, whirl' trues NcIaJI** mother. But thi 

nticip^te in some futrcuona Sing^ ’arvd ^TuhTr i " ~&lu &t<Tl ee — had encircled the place with s *‘*rmcd_ HsrVOas ^ Mltr* f a *cr 


par 
brine held 


rtjfUUrty wherever "itf'" pUyed doV n 'by T Til5ory. ^ sc cunt/ rin^ which wttjVJ not la-bw of MettjK fjunlly, O 
i he Man live*!' Th^. sttho*t$h v They aB r retted even allow a liy to t*ss throuvt i him? introductd, OUl brwir 

lCC * serrlct” farsTntnsf 1 <1 l*ehanc. iht Intrtcare neewort. So t the Be* P*r*,* 


t,‘xi orcumsinniisl ernlenc 


lier 


lipSji 



nor owrB-tr^u- 77 " 

In the under' 12 y^nrs 
ffnemp final AJat Chat 
.'outplB/ed Roiuiii 
straight games at 1? 


t 


lisna Msf^wtOTm kj(± Pam Shri 
*er^ aJso dmiketl/nD Victm-tea. 

siTNdUi^rra of^iodwlovatta 
jx^jrd second, / needed 1 hour, 
■4a mi nute 3 tnjr eUmino© & detcr- 
minevi Gurney of the 

LTn^od Swd 0 ^. <A-T) t 6 - 1 . 
Hie thir'i/eelcd Shriv-ej-, K&v* 
ruilora^ yWihlcn v^rtner* ount- 
e-l ItnLrs Sandro. CKchlrA fl-3, 
OO jKjurO\- 5 e<ded Claudia 

dcit^ch of West Germany 
\v\Xi bv default. 


In tho men's fiingfes, Hajiv 
;Ohosh beat S- y ejfoa at 21-8 
JfPrblla MaooJ Gojfl beat Pru 
dip Sharing 21 
I ' . / L ’ ( 

iadia ^old Cup 

^fEW D^LHl, Jmuary ij 
The Inaugural Indl>- Gold j Cup 
Intemai/oorU FXxKbsll Tourru- 
ment/ior ■ women will be held 
lo^Luctnow from March 3 to 
reports PTL f* ■ J 
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Hindis to EhJdirpur * boose. Nahm Simjhey K! Woh Net*]l 
lihrkiaa Mura tad hla Vue, ,Haln Y&'HahliL - . tt could 1** 
joined by -one, Jyociin - decipher whecher'lu w *_j A*twp 
Basu* decided to extend tnc [or ootj- -s r 
ifceup trery h«rp. „ , * * Q : Do f you tnow Durr* ; W»- 

“Trifl iero hour bns amTO!" mo Pmdey ? ‘ ■ * -j 

This mtsu^c was rciayed Orel 1 r A : Ye*. * - r ' | 

a iransmutcr to their iikl 4 <iu« Q lxir&k Pnud Pxndej t> 
tn Dluou. and Calcutta*, Bin ins de<ul ourt that he wui Tfeh&jL* 
n*>ve had £>e*n foiled Ly them. Who* do you hat* to 6*7 7 

Pollen liAd arrested ^dahiaori* A l Thjrrm Pruad Be* Eur: 

Sliiuri in JMrtjfU^who had coo Ilila/ CDurCa Prasad U in n 
J<x!4e<l to beip£ a * reprise nIHu V* \*Mt v loh M o ipealj, 
of Ntiajffl jrecr*r fiernce - irw/' Q: Where d^ you *- virni 
Penary. Later, . Jtm' jel/ fuM M your letters to Swarrujl 7 
hd "treacherj^Ahii^^dcninini^ A' ; - Thrpu^n X>r* 
tukrld*, |,, Q : You must be h*Hn£ Jcuer* 

" Mofunder Singh* / coar«a*on; from t*w iaxju i pUooe ! merw 

however, proved eoOUy/ leaaurg to ua. f f ; 

to the finest at ^ JjnXlih_Da3U. j A: *Et Do Chlththl Aata Th*, 
and the seizure of a powerful Nahm^'KAhtta, Fb< 3 h Diy* * U 
transmitter frem m* posacam on recited « Ved*r or rvo, didn't 
of fUrklas. I\ M- Roy w*s wjr> ttt? tnem and threw them 
in*? in a hotel ii Pun, *“"* ’ 

A tiul tin ceiderat wtn hew Q ; Who was hi T 
in a Uarrac 3trcot bouse, TuMn '.v ; I chance tsy 
Mufcherje* turned opprorer^lTV^ Q ; How h>c^ eut# joa t>eeh 
w'ii J Ict off' btir ^lfloy, Jyottah out of touch with Netajl 
Bj3<j and Haridu | M»cra were Aiitja days T 
Uiven death sentences This waa A ; Since X^X. Aflenritdt i 
noLhlng new. in a hid to kiep V rec^nined Lo 1 Jod *'dll lrA;itr>" 


rt;ai:onihii> boiwaen tn* iwia 
'‘fronts,'* Safyen * Virdhafi, H, 
AiuujUani, I * uj Bingh and Aboul 
Qadir, loo, had bid down tncu 
hvea. i * . 

UejId&A aorrii Bengali jOuih, 


Ci^t- 

Q : Arti£lea rtUur^ io N e^aji 
hate been found tn lire* nuo.- 
ber* In bb room t*t FariabadA 
WTud <3o you na^e to g»T T 
A: 'Kot BoLU , Ziada Kwa, 
CBoen* 


including Mon Kumar 1 Kol liahia, 1 CSocn* tay n* b 

Till tor N, Kj-** i Day, D- . JlOj- Witt*, f - vhUa som* »kf IU « 
chcp^-dliurL S* I K. ilutlierjee^ Ji- Wodi, ' , ^ _ ) 

Barua aod|F r ChAtrtivany ■ 'of V q; t£«er) Whit/ doe* ywr 
Lhi ^coaaUi irei, wer* ’ na eg td failed' direct you to dy l [ 
InfiideJLhl Mo ^n> ^ : .^Mcre teV Bo*J«y 

B^y^wis nof 2BT3fied to 'g^ Kyi IUL* a 

In this mincer, but or tn* nme :t ji* putnt in whu tnj caino 
he sent a letter to Mihanj— an ^ J 

act! vlst — ^hlch anted ; q ; "were you rrer under uti 

not afraid of death* But Hetiji tj>pressfoa that he m!(iU ht 7 
hn declared ' vi r and you at! . A: 'Hum Eabtd Kihln Detha/ 
mujt b t ready forjtha ^ never taw h*mX j 

Flodai^..B uedp Of letters^ irodi q :>YoU t hiTa 'freordj the to^c* 
Pavttra Moiua ^ Fxjy at * !Udi H^ijt «*nd Swan'*!)! ho*dv 

Ghawin, tooro ‘ than onc^a^-t- 'w^ th*ri 
half months after th* cretnaWOn ^ (^y * ^ ■ ,:r 
ol the Mia U Gupur-Chit, s jAV<3Eleoo eC 

*■«#! ./■ P*Itihad ? weri SjH '^* 


Ber^xli 7 

i. -ft <■' 

y P <h*tjh*;wi* 

i OT f o OoiT twie « eat ' la Had ji f r V ?‘Tf lj- r ^ ' 
Carcutti to liiterrc*rnt Dr. F* it*' Ax T£ya v ‘deny* ' JrUrc^*- 
Floy IU hb TUtdenct on 'Wctetr/ Uimey DcJna Tina Bol Diya.* 
ber 5 tad (5/1535* Our if^<u7i4t U ,ther* tx> deny* Whxi^ 

Cakutm, ^^btlhk ever *1 .bad to W. * 
jugaaUi; spoten), 

dent th«ra 1 f , . , Q * fio what are vt sus^pce^ed 

■ .Thi.mttd waTeraatioiL ^m^ jwigi. | 


hetwrtn 

■'(f f ' 


f~ J 

* , -f c 


C&v 


id **t> " ,n *y! C»> -.id . fo ,>v t-'y f 
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0 vfe 
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roUo^;*; ' ’ I : ’- ; a 7 Abhl To Jala* Mafii Hoc* 

Q :■ eOcpisa^ Honey Dot' (As things . « 

A -letter addressed Jto Ja*aJtt-' harP . n i 04 ^ I* them tv* 
Dusgupca of .Calcutta, Swishing j peU.-' 

him ■ a happy birthday TO; h’a The ’ ' lavesclg.tlors hcipa lh»: 
87th anniversary on January. 23, ihes* tapw. which are la Shi 
has been recovered .from tfcs pos^s^oQ of th*. Oor* ram ear, 
room where the Swam! Uvetf In lr , „* the jx-> 

Fauabad. Do you han, .anythin* t fc K « lo „ o£ mu atrial about the 
(o sey.ln-thia connection T — i**^— jjin. - "Let things take their own 

M0ban R °T. : * I r r#r course- ww y,t another later, 
he, rd this ^ came vfJ. Jr -Dan- t :rctAttoo of the last sentence of 
C ”_, „ ',■’*•■ ; ’ Ihls iran at Calcutta. wliom. *i 

y : now. did you com* In. cots*! d(Ooctd. was the "Mr. Coomd 1 
tact with Swamljl Oh# Man* f.' of the tnUra opeiatioa around 
A : I did enjk ‘ATOdftx* MVe^ 


ral tinved. B*'or« livlnj .. La 
A^odhja, Cb wu in lia^a iM 
NapaL 1 

Q : 'Wl^en. did rou A rat coma 
iq^ contact with 

'A ; It wbjj [when X ta&^neard 
that a man Urine i la Bosu wu 
■NetaJL* . .J 1 j . 

(U^wertr, ac^ordiaj.to hi* ear* 
Her . virion. P antra MohAn ftoy 


tht Man, wJiorref ha was, and 
for u Vdec u he ItTtd ©a ibtt 

planet. , 1 p ii( | 

fTo b-i contlmi^ * 


raoii page oxz 


Census 


-If 


__ the exercise in mnj of the 

^to'AiV M.n roeVt t^tnainlhg 52 tWis^s for de- 

medidnei>U . i ,-;- termiclng the mndi-J^tlng 

Q : Your^ Innumerable to be transferred to 

and telierams, some of them (x* Haryana In ftdtt-OS Chan&l- 
preMlng your good wishes on : Cirh were trickling in, the 
January 23, hav* been recovered Punjab Chief jf.tJnisicr. Mr. 
from hta room. Now, are ynd 1 SUflU Singh j Darrvlila told 
acquanUod with Dr. It. I*, newsmen here 1 tonight. 

MLdira T c j Encmeratlon work In rtl- 

A . Ym, ' • tt Mag c Kanda Khcra could not 

Q - : Did Dr. Mtshr.tt eon rhtt vb ° undertaken today as As- 
you at the time of the Swiml'i aam lUfl ” , personnel who 
ucuht ' were to be Airlifted from 

A: Yea, Anupnm Mfshra c*m* Owahstl for accompanying 
along wkh another per- parties of enumerators alons 

with the Punjab police hid 


her® 

•on- 

Q 

i A 


. r 


, . • t'- 

wbat did h« t*U you I - , not ftnlTed there till th J 

Ife vriiucd to -tixw wtu OTcnlng. ; 

tu to he'd oni wtth’lthe b^Jo^sc- EnomeraUcm wort coold 
I&zs Of, thi)MeiL‘ 'completed -In rllla^ 

Q: ewamljra haadwrmfii HJ- ■'; WAilptir aa a -sectSon of the 
Ik* with Cut of .NetajL PLiase rp«ple refused to ; eooperate 
ten deadly whether: he' wt* .-with enamerators on tho 
Neujl or not 1 ^ V ' 1 ■> 1 groand that the » lanruare 

A: Hf did not m&ji'ijni- ; I aarrey had oireadj been done 
used to to to Baui cr^ix, nium yesterday, J 


'•Q&Vb -fla x iTjn«o y 
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? i .iVr-iyi fv-H v : lo . ! <5 

JW' ■ version 

Nrrmal NibedonfWith?Vishwambhar Nath Arora 


>'AIZML\D f j January IS— The 
^ht \\zs lapsed but Un 3 lei.vcy 
jehMinaJ Tha ttfieyflow will jauy. 
I is deathlis* Here, yoked [with 
a tied question* longing [of no 
i reply. Meri ooutvUr- 
xt *% lions to blum pointed quei- 
pns do nq& mGtlef. 

Oiping wouruljiartt ta ba can- 
erised Being a doctor. R P. 
'■iialira, belonging | lo the inner 
ircle of the Man and Jc<c£*r of 
it mortal rem^as for two full 
ays, mart btjky^Tt of. Lhtd aU. 
tm he Is sucking, indteercotiv 
isftmf out haK-ci ten word* 
iat no ern con rtomodt 

gur querrie* the taped 
stilus : 

Q : U'hat vint Ute reason for 
ic i »*rrlbty hurry shown n* Uie 
L^r of c remit" on at Gupi- 1 * 
lu'i 1 


i i 


■i 


Fateabi j 


At Faira* 


A ; He dies on Ser^oavbff' Q ; Wh|rt~«t 
16, |19S5 at 9:45 pm. IDs dh - ' Ayodhya ? 
ctplei ware awaited lh# next A: tAfter a pjuse) 
day. - M i ; bad. 

* l 1 < *Q : It meant that td^x met him 

Q : Did you aend an emissary .t n l3e3 or * T en *^ rj . 

to Calcutta to call hi* mtn T was then only that Sw*^!ji 

A: Yes, my son and o a* P*r- ; c*m« to *Uy In Farhad ? 
ron had !elt roc Oafcuua^to ift- A j Oh. Yea. Os the oocailJn 
form them. ; ( / of Durga^ Ihiji- > 

Q: Please let] . us the, names * * v/hat wi: 

Cf his dEscltfUi Vkt CalCUtla at 

we want to meet them ? 



% A : Do you thhdt *jth f a 
dynamic perron eouVJ : 1 men, 

It was local rumour. 

Q ; A ltd of peorple cant* 1 \ 

mt < et him at night. Any c<v 
merits 7 

A : I dt>n"l k ixjw mudt M J 
Q ; Why w*» aiach I ft s: g ( 
man nearer willing to mt eJ pp.* * 
the hurry cl llke Other saint* do? 1 J* 

, i: 

A ; MMJtatkhx Vi iwlf U a 
search of (co*V tsrw)‘ stlf/ In 


l 


tthe Ume csf cremitloa t [ 

A^' No, thert vcrc 19 peo?l? 

A: Dr PabUrs, Mohcap' Ray* .' present., (Actually oedy 13 j>er- t ^ 

Dum Dom p«ile,.c*lcut«."'.. (hen. icMtf to *? n * 11 <*“. "*? .5^”” 

Q: Was he an hnpjriant r^ir ^ ihire ^TOOa nf» ^ v, f ; 

Lir.it \n the chain? . * tit f , nlciUca, then '•'ho -win 

A ’ (Perhaps). He too knr^r aj iht ollur aU). i 

much as L Aod. mtehl bi iren Q : *Why is there inch a t\lt 
mr.re II Just can't say). ihls,- r^miless ulne w*t 

Q : Did you eYer mret Dr. NeUil h&nSeU I Why vii he 
PabKr^ Mohan Roy 7 kept away from the puhl'c 

A : Yes. of count. J r>L( f 


Q : , Dtd he iruac aom tHxyly? - 
A: He truaitod *Ttn^odT, *»tid 
were rtsiiinf him- 4 v 4 

Q ; la It init tbai trrtito 
police cCWert and Tr^elligtnce 
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n •■T| : ’^' Ytfto.'. . 1 . p .. , r-j 

» mystery . x 

** ‘ -1 rT »*u m j>vt ! *V ') */ K */ i J 

u* .* * 1 ' (v |k- , , l « . 1 * * | ' 1 * 

u *; th « 1 b«llLf Of ; 

'!*'*■ of the Society ' 
rof ?, KfUJl T I 
/L‘ A: I tlo no: * 


V 

-in 


< j 


faifc you (•Wit Un 


P% 

™ t 

YO - ' 

iSf* 

S] 




re, 1 

Ug^ 


u 


Ktf 

d** 1 


to < 

rt 1 men cum* ,to 
V. Ttg*Jdlfl£ iho^Minr 

I p • A : . Lotf ot 1 jxopW-jauim 

1 Civil and ! po Lie*, ctrd*# 

Q; Why. cL^l t.t-hey ;coo* .to 

you flikf' # tb* < Ur /macron 7 l 
mean to wir wtu Here u>e< roi 
liiter*st<4 wb<n fc* i.tA *JUt«7 
A;^Tti£s quLssiOft * *i%s^ |Cf 

everybody Includes all, of Ui 
present- /Your ca-lnTt^gxiO'r (V 
K Arorm) liumell *00*2* 

his presence, ■ Why did he nX 
induct. eu^ulrie* to x\s^as th; 
des-xh of - this , personally? il 
detect & ixinki* la the *r** ot 
tb*s km ontd doctor^. - *, 

QrWbxt vjj lba # ig* of Sri- 
tmillri *j !: i?t:|i 
A; . About a hundred year*. ■ 
Q; AJ a debtor* could yew 
mi±* out diei approxunat* age 7 
A ; l did act tee tdm_ i only 
<** w him at the dnx of hj 

dearth, * * V . ; V / 

Q ; Wx» hll body dortr^ 
ilgiur of de^ompodrdonl jj 
A l 

i death gtxurfcd, w* wanted xa 

preAerT« sb« body foe Home txrne 
until Uv* arrival of ( Dr. Pabitra 
Mohan Roy, t £ ^ r 

Q : Why (Dr- Roy) : could b* 
not oocteT *" K 

A ; 1 don't fcnonr. n* tent 

etc a tel^cram that tic M 111 and 
doctor'* adVtco to him ' a'M 
to move. J ^ '+ 

| Q: Doctor. Who vxi 


crcrts-frecUo^ 
that he TThA 


knosr 


inr 

1 

Lxe/ 
«■ I 

I rtf 


1 


a 

w„ p 

“i 

(in 

: ; ^ P - 

homif 

fipread. :;H is they who' cart * 
>ho had ‘ip read It* 

^^y lotc^c^t wu splrltuiL 

Q- Khat did you dd with 
hU ashed 7 

A; It U kept at Ram Bha- 
tton, , 

Q* Why such a lot of ma- 
t^rlal on NetaJi haj bee a 
^ound in th^ room? 

AM have not seen the ma- 
ter! aL When I i came to tnonr 
that thje f author! Ues were 
rtry keen to prepare the In- fe 
rentory, I : emphaslied thac^ 
he vas a great ‘Sanyasi' so 
the sanctity of the place and 
the mateflal must be main- : V 
tained'-as a mark of respect efj’ 
And X hate handed over the ** 
f kej4 : to the pohea author!- 


ra: 

n ■ 

Si 

LI 

0 
8 ' 
si 
is 

Hi; 

> 


;.4- 

» **, 


Y*a, naturally, ^ when 'ties itehingr that |they ,*5ji 

could do trhalerer they diked- 
I bate! j>ot seen the material 
mjself,Jbut I krxr^ Chcrar T) “ 
that b® hid t very, good col- 
lection ’oC ■ movtiy aplUtual 
and albed subjects 1. I never 
'vzttt inside, so 1 don't know 


J 


i 


*wcua insKic, so l oon i lqow 
™ ;vrhat^he ^as keeplag.' r ^ *V ■ I 


' There; traa : on e ^major dls-i 
crepondj^^ ^on 1 ' ^ purpose 7 ) A «ln j (i 
T tho narration of the' dlstln^ | i( 


A- Th?tt I do not trxrv. %rt v v , . r — 

l Q : What vai hi« (tb* ManH) Dr T 4 .I Uhr a. bo wire- re 

: Whr. ^ b, boraf ,^u jrtr WQt ^ 

■ Whai b -j a^ta^Uty? tr tlmJ He refermJ to ao » 

* a: H, i* an -ZaA«n U4 stfr* niAby ■follorvert’l inrolrwl^To rrt 

* pcrwiifU'd; Lord shlv% lyir^u, * tbo p fausb-hush afialr of the w 

q, : si/, vq *r* vr t y ing for a Man, Why was the tdtnlnis* 

1 verv ma^erSillvUc 1 vror^t m 
without enlng In'o (he Shiva 

* penonlfled. «txj!d you p!<xs* 
de^cr^e h^a pcrw>oam7 frora the 
hurra n poles of vlrat 

» A: T hare known him as a 
, Wchir enUffhlerrM Sanvmd, TOi 
was , fixed ^notyrti for mv 
, -tftv, I was fully that 

t5* ucv* a # D*''rra^ Prtrrrudt 
Q: Tf H» was a S«n M* \ n* 
micb a h:*rh or dor. Ui^n why 
u Ta^i be ciot erveoated la a **aa» 

r*sn ' ■ ’ i 1 * 1 

A- He hldr-TOf, . cir*’<H 3«3 

U that bVs bodj be <H3Fcatd of Ja 

. .Vtk** rrutm^r. * b" ' *i * 


'this manner, 

' Q: Had h« aheudr gfrtn fbo^ 
txpUdt in^tru^-ons? 

A'* u wus. of course, hts 


t rati on so . close on the hetli^^l 
of this doctor 1 Why were pi 
ihtve frO many contradlctloni M 
In his assertions* Th^ Doc- ^ 
tor was sure that the Man q 
ha-d a "good collection “* of 

material relating to "splritu* ** 
al and allied subjects'* but 
he feigned complete lgnor-l » : i 
&nce about "the other' male- , £ 
rial Socked up in the black 
trunks ; left [behind by 1 tbtjJS 
Mbji. W* come to them liters H 
And U should be remernbered 
thit oo the 16th night Uhe - 
day the Man died) the Doc- 3 
tor wa> all alone in tha roocbi| 
*f;er the B&nnerjls wen Wkvj 
ed by him to leave, t 

(Tp be copticced) | 


Ccr^ilJ % "tc / 


M 6 ’ 



cy 9 > I 
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c- 


i 


■' J . T i! T jjTit- ■» *~y 

*w*y&r*-. 

killed in 


it waj, ot course, hi& 

— * ■ '" *P*1 ' / * ^ 

Q ! ^TtirtSSESSSSrar 1 
Fabitra Mohan ^ISoy. e xp: * j dxvg 
h!» inability to come for the Lu* 
rkta In your paesoste? 

: X: n ywi >> TH 7 Lf rL - 

i about it, you Can tequkattfram 1 D WCQ TCXi 0 l Q ST , 

, tefp it. \\tKn I im 1 

t I rwetrtd jt» t« U row*! Cun 


•Z-\l 

I 

'A 

( 


BO 

i’»T »0 

. proof orxjy.f . 1 

Q: On what dat«;<U<l you TlT 


'■> receive this ‘ telegram.? vlvvft* jf,3 
A: . I tfoa’t : remember , ths'- I* 

* date- And vc sent t worthies 
«j. telegrams. One j telegram^ of - 


At 

no; January IS— two J 
li^uding & hJitiOT 

e^e tilled ar>d 15 othu'rt 1 JJ 
In An ejcploalon Vi 'JJ 


1 3 d 0 torint convert* 
Bofcaro' 5 <t*l PUnt « 

;e 


„ •pofctd.T>&& 

' VU **■' .• 


i serious. Illness, ahd -. one of rROM pau4 ose 
[death: wxs »<otf^>Wh«il’the 7 r*rw 
. could not ..turn up, we sent a 
M telegram again. ! .-* , , 

.: Q. Reports , have. it*. that a earlj release 
1 wireless • message ; ’i?ras *also ' W ce<iS « aioa K 


TndiaJ 


’akistan 


l civilian de- 
rith tne intss- 
-onnfrL, would 

™- *££ 2 « SftSVS “S 


eent through youfiL-r 1 


ing defence 


held rrom Febrli 
to au. 

An indication 
maae in reconcl'J 
tan's draft on a 
1 aioo pact and Inc 
of ttcaiy of 


three 

f progret'i 
ng 1'aaiJi- 
n-tggres 
a* offer 
would fcx- 


Everything was not dan* i by 
me. :■ There were ■ &o many 
foDcrarers , . * Our ^purpose 
was that people should be 
Informed. Somebody told 
me that hs -would manage a 
wlrelesii message. ,. « 

Q: Who waj thii per**-” J ara^iabie to’tnorro 
A: - I don’t remember, .- The Indian Forefkn Geo 
Q, You say 10 many } fo!~ tUary the feuest of 

lowers were there <buy*J&i r J the Pakistan President, Otit 
havo gathered/ only'* a small ZU-ui-Uiq, at lunih lo- 
group of peopW were allow- morrow. He U also schedul- 
ed to talk to him. cd to call on xhe PnAje Mi- 

A: Na you can say that L t^tcr, Mr. Mohammacfi Khan 
yitry few people worc h curloU3 4 u ^ * / , Foreign Minister, 
to know about him when he B^habiada Yhqub s^*tn- 

the Planning Minis let Xh. 
Mahmubul Haq and th 


wae alt ye. Nobody bothered 
to fcncrw about him . or his 
philosophy, or hU way of 
thinking. 

Q: l^am porry to repeat the 
question, 'Hoar much ere- talks on merging 
dence do you really gl^ drafts U Ukely to 

concluslTe , In ■ view 


THOM PAGE 


6 ne 


nister of State for Fo! 
Alfaha, Sir, Zaln Noor 
Informed sources 
that the current rounc! 

the 
prove 
of IhO 

tan's objection to Inc 
insistence on the princlile 
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l-rom Nirmol Nibcdon,. with 


Yishwambhar Nath Arora 


flection with her piercing and 
rzLX&nl gaze, taking me to a 
wilderness of doubt* and un- 
jrertainUM, How true It wiu. 




FAXZAHAD, fan* 19*— .If wise such tj yourse^. to t>r 

waj He J then the world couM lost In solitary retirement*' 
not be forgiven for forsaking tT>asnamll BabxO, 
the Man* The curtain nov A qulrzica] espressiim 

waj slowly being lifted for crosses her /ace aj she con- fit 1 * r*H always easy nay it 
ua to see auch a sordid spec- tin ties with . her narration, is always hazardous to read 
tacta through the eyes of one 4 Orrce when he was la deep the scripts and word* dk- 
who had come closest to hid pain, He told me that it was kerned jn the spirit* by ths 
in his dying day*. She serv- useless and futile to discus bold letters Inscribed on toe 
esi the Man slncc^Jils^aj^Jxii^ his past, his involvements... body* 

?.u nQW Irom JfepAl m a pause follows and then *b* About the Man, she con 

" Croats forth another srrv firmed every aspect of uur 

Had Saras wall Ekvl ShukJ* t«noe # but Its me an! 3 g seem- Investigation, for. whit it vn> 

calledT^J^^aSS^Wa^afamh'V t<l secret CMy Jottings of worth, hiding little yet no- 
Sl| upoOlTJ^^rf^OrTthd this part, mysteriously ra 
surface, no, *PcopIc_Ml 4 ^U* nisbed!, 

was NcUjl hut r do not know* In her personality rcerato 
X wit here only to serve him. * rare strength. and a dem 

and In the last days to wain *cns* of purpose* Her role* 

him and his body, and keep U harsh, but simultaneous* y 
ing him adv**. . * feeble; her words emergma. changed her mind. It seeus 

■ To her rustic mind appear- slowly, and with great diffU ed. ih* was foreordained' to 
ol many a noble thought, Cufty, Is it povdble that thu \t H all, reveal all at IhU 
ayid in the Irut days, she aged and, decrepit figure, thl> Juncture. Ko^ibc tonHm^ 
lions la ted all her courage haggard and huddkd person the foreign cohnecUonX hU 
before the ailing Mon in clutching her atomach ana ^nLr0^n\_Kepat, hU__nhkJ 
words thot could hare beon weeping <ther« are nunj 5 ^_Xibpt ahd ~ the . fttiWdc 
» 3 wamUL the world needs witnesses! to thU episode!. Tror Jd, And hU swift mOT(v 
help and solace; we ne*< you had come across the true merits in the subcontinent 
through the turmoil we are Identity of ,lh* Man* 

passing* Is it right for the She gives me tiro* for 6 re Ptr» * 


thing. At the very ouUe 
she desired U> talk to m< 
alone, and I Immediately 
eonceedlng her request, ask 
ed my cokague* fV, N. Atora 
to wait outsld*. kit ih* 
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rnow paok one 
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The man of mystery 


throno logically* but without 
xhe <iates and the tl m* ^ ^ 
diligently sought and bxi 
already gathered to fortu- 
nately, 

'Let all come out, however, 
foul and vite it may seem 1 , 1\ 
the i nearest Interpret a noon 
to her Hindi dialect, TVt had 
to forget ocr shame', she 
lamented, while narraUtix 
the Incident at " Lucknowa- 
JCothl when the Mart jell 
down and had broken h4 
tones, -nil then, I had ns- 
ter seen him, never cornu 
close to him physically, and 
face 'to fact. Wi had no al- 
ternatives. I looked upon 
him and his needs like a mo 
they! towards a child’. And 
*j was alio the Man> fee Uni: 
to grant ful? * s% Ui 

his person. 

>1 

i We had already been Eon-* 
warned that continued con 
tarnation with her was not 
pe nnlsiihlc, csxtnz tblj In.- 
onse of her great grief and 
enfeebled condition ti pon ce 

pUtocm was guanfTn (fTiFf 
Jioui e 3?$T thm d T Ih t~my * 
riaid trunks ^rtfhinJT^Tor Goa 
thaws what rca*Gtr m : 
trospectv at every * ug« of 
tljo investigation *£ every 
level of the personal! tier 

known close to the Min, all 
were hiding the ^Ital facU 
of the cue hiding back the 
impossible as it were. 


no* eating any food . _ r He 
sa.w me crying before Itlm. 
but can he se c mj tears now ? 

Continued the warn an *n 

grief, one who had come 
closest to the person a lUy, the 
Man r nit d id pot even show 
his_fa c eJ2T ~mj tat Scr. w bo 
"Vols hU dewil disciple ai 
Lucknow initially, and who 
had Instructed me to look 
after the man, but ask no 
questions w hatsooTer about 
his identity.' I heard many 
things unspeakable . .A* 
f 

JpLvtingu Wied people came 
j^rprccLiiMlb i" p liht "~r d-i 
not know tbelr name*, but: 

Jtel wer e (re ry I mportant' 

peopnc^oi the society! Hi 

never bold fn* anything; h« 
m lint alned mj aUtnctV 

On my j second meeting , 
with 'Jigdambe rieit 

day m the fnorntng. she du- 
dosed : The persons cl osest 
around Him It i Id he was none 
otTuFTh^ 

Chin arm Hoft ‘ t Aj Tof tSe, it 
mere server, I only know that 
he. at times, should for my 
attention to unbar the door 
and jake^hirrt^Jn hU wheel* 
^chalf itnidi hj Mahatma 
Bar an) t<j the toilet, Today, 

I am left aiohe weeping a no 
wailing to teh nothing to the 
world about his personality, 
this sufferer In hU dylne 
niotnfnU .. . ,/ 


i 

) 


t 

i 


‘Although my father, Ma- 
hadev Prasad Mishin knew 
of his existence from the Ne- 
pal days and had brought uuj 
to him. * Uc never showed 
him even his face, never lift- 
ed the yeilow curtain’, she 
said weeping, bitterly, clutch- 
ing he r siomlch, bringing on* 
or two members of the po- 
lice picket Into the verandan 
of the last abode at Ram 

Bhavan nit never r e - 

■scaled himself c ve n_ 
she 'cHeTIn jiKeer d’eipe ra- 
tion of what was, and ihal) 
be : The last stye ionld not 
fathom. 

1 1 could nCht evtn pick him 
upf she cried, ‘and say Any- 
thing to him or question 
HJmV Although in pain vn 
explainable and unspeatab'e. 
said the Man tersely to her* 
T will dear the path for you. 
You witl have everything: l 
have nothing; T cannot car- 
ry anything with me 1 * . v -.- 
Jagdambc Ma - l Sweep- 
ing and walling) : \>..Zun 

tf something else happens 
what can I do 7 I am now 
rud with the world; I tiva 
&nly Ln ir>crow. . My 
Umbs are not working, X am 


The once closest to Kira ^ 
bad been studiously krot 
away from the leaping fUm- ' 
es ax Oupiar Ohat on \nt> 

osl emlble e xcpse to g u a r o * 

tSe LresJUrna of . the M3 j>— 
the inyrud trunks in thai 
for Ion ro^m. She obeyed u:i« 
til the UU. For to her sim- 
ple and rustic mind, tr.e Man 
bad thought of everything. 

(The security system remain- 
ed steadfast until the last 
puzzling the administration 
until ihU dayi. 

Once again, it was getting 
clear In the maze, that I wii 

iaSftwt" f o" fojb ’- d d '‘,- 

JlcaU^, oriBfiPT reemed il- 
xnost certain* alUiough my 

discoveries arid epecuiatlo-ii 
ortr^ only surface acratcn^ 
lngs of sorts. Yet, she n!u t 
before I departed Tesole 
tke you are here to reveal 
tie wondtri around this 
Man\ WUM tears In her 
blank tJts. she slid. T do not 
krtcrw ycur late alio ns, ?&- 
I never saw came and 
tront>ied int Go your way 
and may peace be with you’. 

(To be continued) 
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’ of Germany, J apan 


From 

TAE5ABAD, Jan. 30. 1— For 
the constant 1 and loyal Tee nh 
Purohit of Ayodhya, i Ram 
Kish&ro MSara, the J mystery 
wu more or 'leas clear at 
Luchnow KOthi i tf where 
In day comina ti- 

ded oourag^ emd asked th$ 
Man how \oii% ho would odd 
U nue to lire In oblivion* Past 
came the reply — two years 
more — and when I will 
come out It will be I onlj 
who will prevail, yab hum 
uahar Ayense To Hum HI 
Hum Honge** was the crypHc 
reply. During ht* 14- 7^* r 
association with the Man; 
the. Purohli had the occasion 
1 ' 


Nirmal NiWedonv .with 1 Vrshwambfiar Nath Arora ' 


to Dinara the dtffertnij 
shades af the Msa t mood, 
but kept to himself the ob* 
aexroUoru the Mhn used to 
make from flrne to time 
Once the la to Dr. T. C. Ban- 
nerjee tokl hlm t har~he wmi 
~5rc lilc3tf 

of ~ servtn g "BubHjisliIZ Babu. 
But the Purohit had himself 
tried also to reconstruct th# 
etc at personality toy virtue 
of the bits of disclosures the 
Man used to make to him. 
In our earlier chanters 


formation leading to the 'd 
entity of the Man* 

Q . Was any hint of their 
tthe people who came from 
Calcutta) Ideotity e ver sTtren 
to youf 

■A : Kot pointedly. But once 
he said that thiry were his 
'men' who ran his atfalrs 
They were big guxix 
Q : What was their norms) 
period of atayl 
A : A week or ao. 

Q : What ver e the autoJectJ 
he ditcusred with you during 


have eztenslvnly quoted thU ; thin decade- long uwodAtfcnJ 
Purohlt. We are F brio gin s' A: He mostly diseased 
hha tn once Spain ai b# f# *ptritoaI things. Bom* U met 
to rtveal acme very useful In' hi u*ed to tpeak oa medl- 


dries. Cmce my daughter 
felt ill. tt vm only by hli 
grace that the recovered 
Broadly, we covered a wid* 
spectrum of subjects. Include 
luy the serene HlniaUyas, % 
"r^ntrashala* in Tibet, and 
even Russia and Japan. B* 
was the ultimate in choosing 
a vuhjcct and theme for dis 
cuadcms. II* always referred 
to himself as 'Yeh Oharir 
CTbis body). At times h* 
would say that ‘this body' It 
a widely travelled one* 

Q : Can you recollect tho 

See Page < 


/ 


* i 


i 


A 



■>21 


J 


t ri IQM PAGE ONI 

rmmi-m 

r */ *1 

) ': names of - he 
preferred to talk about? 

A l lie tailed of many pUc. 
like Qcrmsny, Japan, Ti- 
bet and Burma*-* and, a 
# course, the Hlmalay&v't 

* •; Q ■ Did he ever apeak about 

ItuajLa, £ mean, any j period 
1 of time spent in that conn 
try? 

* A : In fact, I never Ima- 
I fined that I would hare to 
e tall about all UUs one dij 

So, I did not, keep that muu> 
e in my mind, 

* Q: Did he «rtr 

I about the p^Ll;ical affair* iu 
our country? 

r A: Herver with me at le^sl 
' ; Q ; Or about i - the Anomie 
situation? 

* A : This kind of thing n* 
never discussed with me, but 

- onctMie said (during '"of 
his, discussions the 'super - 
nature), that sthei •skyufr 
-v was not gobig to'touch India 
and so people here ibould 
not worry about auy calamity 
on this account. 


Q ■ Did he ever dUcuts in- 
ternational politics? 

A : Just cftfuacy* wnUe re^ 
ferring to newspaper reports. 
He discussed the communal ' 
riots in Kashmir ano Ben g si 
at the Ume of partition. And 
he jjt'Cined Quite *xdd cried, 
for 1 he said, the true Inde- 
pendence had yet to come. 
He sold that one of the or- 
gans of liharat Mats/ had 
been cut oUt. Tl>* period of 
partition pained him. 

g . what did h e sa7 about 
Tibet? 

A : He said, ‘this body" nad 
( becn to O ysmgoDj Tantrashal' 
In Tibet where Yoga of in- 
credible age running u ptQ 5Q3 
jeara In soma cases, perform 
certain rites on dead bodies 
Q: Did he ever reft: to 
any plane email? 

A : lie put It Ui this way 
that the plane in question, 
no vet: tbM 

thA'IOJ bob^nsnhoae UmeA 
U cheeked vould vouch tor 
this fact. Th£ E22SJ!*, ^ — 
Uoo ( 

Uh a _ ScJoit 
an no uncetne tit ^was_ih^y ® * f 1 
q , HDJd he”tvcr dwiU. h oo 
this subject! '■ w 4 4 . 

A: Ya he that 
Indians so to pay their no* 
rtl tributes where the aih*j 


MYSTERY 

T ^ ■ 1 

*Qppc*edJy , ar* kept, -fc kin, 
aaj tide Bharat k a fcoi Raj- 
tliisy* ya i Kiara t ka Nets 
Uh R.rJaycm ko lane ka pm- 
JU nahin j ki ja ki hmm 
net* , ki asihl yahan rakhi 
r hal uko bime 

Bharat !eyi chains chahlye/ 
Which means : But none of 
the political leader ever 
tried to brt ng back th* ashes, 
ncr did it or cur to anyone, 
t-vit .he arhei of the leader 
should taken back to In 
dji with due honour, 

Q: In which context did 

this reference crop up? 

A * Jus\ .very casually as 
he V^ee said that Indian 
people were striving to get 
back the 'sword of Maharaja 
Ran Jit Singh and the TtohJ- 
poor" Udtamorvi?, but no one 
had ever thought of bringing 
back the ashes of their lea- 
der. 

Q : How did this dLscusslor 
Degin? 

A'* I cannot remember ex - 
acUy how It commenced 
Moreover. pen* of us dareU 
to choose the topic of dlv 
cu-vdon or eros ^question him 

Q : LKd you ever notice that 
January £3 every year wv, 
being celebrated as a special 
day? 

A : Yes, l ww ftfjm*l*crur at* 
occajl'Wi tor "Jhija* and a 
fea.vt, A Jew people vsxju kl 
come from BengiLl to attnid 
the cetebravion. I and my 
wife too Joined since th^ Umg, 
U came to our knowledge. 

Q : How was tht Tuja 1 per- 
formed? 

A : After the usual rites, 
vt used to offer him. thnyjgb 
*MataJl\ bxiquets and sheets 
He ^rould accept the Dowers 
and return tho sweats to be 
d^trtbuted among us. Be* 
TAstaJi' would apply 
v* oral lUak* on our fore^ 
bead. 

Q ; Wha-t kind of garlands 
wrr c those you offered to the 
b£ant 

A * We used to bring gar- 
pm da nonnAHy anilabla In 
Lh® market. But his mec 
Cixm CalcotU ustd bo brinj 
garUhdi j ; ot r*d v>^ts. Re- 
dd es, Qwamiji htmr>eU tin,* 
phasisM it Ucwj that he 
yrred rosei and garlands 
made of them. 

Tw CohUnufeii 1 
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■strike 
hospitals 

s 

Jlck round o( several 
(* revealed that ttia 
if 6 ' complete .and the 

>ppha o rc * deserted 

° k i the strike had 

“’ n 11 wted nmeta Ir. nd- 

? '.t*e l tfk>w i of Ditienhs 

Uhe ljU was la trlcu- 

s sl V the State 

!, a! 



Singh, f’flAr 

the UP t Pro - 
Services As* 
i\ an official 
A it was a 
surprise that 
not feel 
the As 


‘‘br P«r;rhA. 

[-1 secretary o 
fnclai M> 

Delation TJtrd 
jrcss release 
Utter of great 
ie Government 
ecessury to talk: 
relation in latsi 30 days 
csplte the fact tha\ the to- 
;cn strike notice wds giv^n 
ver a month ago. \ 

China 

TPJVA.VDIUJM. Jan. 31- 
«r» l>.rviK Ur.ajn wcr * hcl* 
coall*-sA clruu. by China 
"nir^J robin Icb£\ia mAtCh tif 
j«»turUL Nc^u-u GoU 
, nUaU lourMrnxm her* tonifl 
turti PTL 



Indira Gandhi 
case judgement 
toqay 

trevr UiEUa J*ru 31— Th* 
Afld-Uo:Al Sermons Judgt, Mr 
Matjrah \ch*ndrw dt-livera on 

vr *xJr>esdcfr ihe Judgeroet* In tht 
historic tndir* Oar>dhl murln 
c*se *t Ae tad of to rltbt- 
monchdom: Virtu L rrportt UHL 
\ 'll 

Th* J^ScA will firn prtmounci 
his andtnc* V* to Gn ooov*ct*on 
or oChfrrw't*A of **eh of th* 
Umc ic<-iAfV-s«twi.rA O'riffh, 
iVifcir Singh A^l Kthar ningh— 
«n 1L4 charge! of eon^bacj io 
reorder Mr*, GyndM. 

If any or of th* accused 

art found guilty A ih* Jude® will 

h;ir ar^urarn^ Vr council for 
bcrcli the dc;er*c«\aiad th» PTQ- 
wvtioa on the \cjttaitfum of 
pn n : <hrT; r ns to be \tTea to tht 
accused- 

Ht wiU Ibes iM 

iL-re for awarding tl\*eaunc*- 


AUri e U*ft); a vlc* r of the huddled box*v P Right * Rr«dlo^ 
used by the Man and. Hefow ; a podert «-xich. 


INSIDEe&^Jfetf£tf«£. 


4 — Pak liibrmkin e 
hetEha, 

i — AustrjiUJV *>ext 

t— lliiUTwy r*aln« 
nfctincift, 

a — C ut trig diiiaAefl 
Yoga- 

& — Consumer r^-TT** 

bar** odcdala. 
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■ EVIDENCE 


From S. Kousor, Husain/ with 1 


FA 17. AD AD. JaD- 21. — ‘ The 
doling are Uto wUncas<Wj 
r the defence but for thbi 
obab!e the admlnlatratlon 
a all *ct for U\c porsqcu- 
in of the* Man' 

Mr Satya Naraln Singh* 
Advocate, and President 
of the Bar Association of 
Faln&bad. 

Mr. O P Madan. Managing 
Director ot Nay a , 

Mr. Anil Tlwarl, Advocate, 
an activist of the UUar* 
tlja Janata Party 
Mr lUai Pnkrval\ Singh. 


Advocate* a member ol 
tho Janata Party* 

5* Mr. ' Arvlnd Singh, , a 
kno’a'n activist of the Con- 
gress (D. , ‘ 

a* Mr. Ashok Tandon, Editor 
of 'Nava l^>%' and* 

7. Mr. Vish^ambhar Nath 
Arora* a member of our 
investigation team. , 

In all, they were seven In 
number: coincidentally Uke 

the chosen few, who had 
guarded the secrecy of the 
Man. both when ho was aUve 
nnrt when drtvd; painstaking- 
ly preserving him for the 


1 

Vishwambhar 

Bengal who 


visitor's from, 
never came. 


The District Maglstiate ot 
FaUabad told us with regard 
U> the cremation at Oupiar 
Ghat: permission 

sought and no permUslon 
was granted* The ma^er 
cropped *ap after a month. 
In the ** normal coorso it 
would not have been permlv 
ted. It wtu not « normal 
site, yet to *mj tnowledgs U 
does not violate any law, 
TtU now no cue hu beon 
r^gutered The eontenu of 


j * ’ ■ i 

Nath -Arora ; 

,h * * >. 

the room arc 1 n testa to *’ pro- 
perty'. Now unlrs'a aomeone 
claim it. Its fate will be 
decided by a court 1 . 

These diverse personal)^ 
ties, ehos^n by ihe finger of 
fate, trembled In that room 
to Inspect the conte nt*i und 
nrf^rc an inventory lol-r 
lowing InstrucUons of the 
Senior Superintendent 'of 
Police Mr, Karamvlr Singh, 
Falr-abitd, under Order Nutn-r 
her* ST/C- 22 / 1 W 5 , - Oct 30 t 

l<m ! ■ j 

The police records *iUt* 

Sti Fifi t 


iii^ nt t V 


\ \ry\ U f » ^ 




Vft-fb 










gll LoVt| 
■wer body 


m 

.v nam, J*n r il.w A 
Erwrrxy D*Vf, oiliest ! Cqfm 
up to^wMsei...,. 
ramera on i^aum rtpiun 
fterwUos and dlAte^iftftu <Y 
ti.it/ in th* country /o^nA 

I 

* Mtaua^- of Jaie fui 
^ Mr. Arif yahammAfl 
n. c^Uveriiii me /residential 
^ a* Ut* 56 Ui JbnnuAi 
of the Cemdu Board at 
itloo and Po\ytr jjne todav 
i-hai C.e CoimcU 'tfOuJd r.su- 
cr : upreu- a' uv: 

f Electricity/ I 3 oq_nlj, maou- 
urvrs of p5wer cqurpn-.em. f 
Wx conauntfrs of p tciMehy 
experts l/ tlic fieJd* 

’h# M Alyc* told tho corner 
< thiu rye fcmvalatloa ana 
irtomeruif um of hyjro^ecmc 
w/uid bo Accelerated* 

*tr. JCh&a ycferretl uj tne Uos 
km«niA bring tcti plenty vu 
e enwy sector la Oe Sevccu* 
*a *T.d sajd over UXCC UVV, 
IdUlJaaJ c^P&cisy woakl as 
Ido/ durinstthe Plan poruxi 
fer u i iv LaXii vtlUtfra MVl b 
^mp iotj are also pruprxjct, 
t electrified, he £^!U, 

KOW PXOX ONE L 

i ^ ^ 
r* ' 


, Above ; T\lc cot llSfti by die M *□ ittd, Ikkra ; A r-rw of 
iJw crowded corner acooaimoj* Un% boxcM iad 5 etxr article* 
hii everyday Me. 


an of mystery 


early that tl was Or. 2U\ 
Ishra, Dr, F Bannerjee and 
ar as wall Devi ShukJa who 
nlocked the doors of the 
am Bhavan abode of the 
Inn in L the presence of Lu- 
cs ligating Officer Harlsh 
hand , Singh * on Oct, 2i t 
3 S 5,5 

All the seven members 
3ped in by fate were at the 
arcshoki of a great disco- 
ery. At lefts t so it seems 

cm the inventory they ’to 
igcrly and hurriedly .prje- 
axed. . The policemen prfi* 
mi, unable to comprehend 
re dimensions of the ‘silent 
rtdcnce* found m the room 
tre taking it as lightly as 
' they were ^preparing a 
imnthn^uiM perfunctorily— 
rnutine^sff air for them—* 
hJch they do m often ea~ 
iMlv. 

Inventory Besides house- 
old iroociH ft lot nf *1tk m&- 

atrial, crotkzTT of Japanese 
rla in, & targe number ^of 
ooks in English, Benaaii 
nd Hindi, personal belong- 
lies including a golden ring, 
ne watdt (Omcg&b one po- 
V + t wat^h nbolev’i ami ne- 
ther Swiss-made cate li. 
*h!s oocktl- watch clascly 

mbies t a th^ one which 
nbhtLth Chandra Bose ustd 
o r%rr v is e^tdpjF Ifi 
iauY of hfs niLOtbgraph 


next chapter. To remind our 
readers cc have referred to 
this Aniai Roy In earlier 
chapters dealing with the 
Uan’i stay at Necrasar, Amal 
Roy stayed baefc In the Std- 
valaya or Mahan? Bhiv Na- 
rain Sharin, and died there. 

driver 


ASmO« AJM -J&u. 

4 U 03 tJai£liieJ-iAi>._.ln, 
lainedxiiB hf there \ 


a 


iph|. 


Lr ) - ^Xt tytj I’-*** 


aLn^XiiE Jf there was no- 
IKihg to fear about the iden- 
tity of the Man, the problems 
created by Vagdambc Ma‘ 
would have been of no con- 
sequence While leaving 
Basil the Man had not tai^en 
Jagdambc Ma to AyodhyA. 
She, however, reached there 
later inquiring about him* 

In one of the trunks, a 
packet containing six letters 
of Durga Prasad Fandey of 
Basil were aUo found— two 
of them daurd Fcb^JCL.iihil 
and £cb, II. written 

during '^ihe “Plan's stay at 
Bast! One of the letters 
says: 4 You had been an *x- 
ICS officer of scholarship 
with far readdng command 
over English JarL ^3 was 
Icbrated as your birthday 
here. The most auspicious 
day of Dvc country 1 . 

There is a letter Ql Jaga^ 
Jit D^ Gupta of-,,CalSMl^ 
wrl(lCQ trCBcngali^ He 
hoip^gc ^taclhc Mm Ws 
87tb birth. E^nrUvcr^iry. ■ htr. 

^ . ,i 4. - *. ■ • — *J < .** I I V. m V-X m 


Quick responsCj 
fo grievances 

KTTJ,- DJZJU. Jun 2 \I Ins- 
fTUc^v^rii hive boon Vi* 

/k-^x (Vrur*.: M 1 . m^t:.rK Jknl TV- 
pj^Ui^rv^ tenure ^i>ck lr^- 
r> leUrri rrc/Ai>J fro? a 
merrJt-en of uV reooru 

UNI 


iX-e S£:r.ttter JF S<^:^ for a> 
cr.jodsLriiiVe R/orms and 

MjT P Chidimbir^ni 
n*s. In « cummu/UcMlon u> 

Live atnt ^ortj ar^d de;>&rVnc^tJ 
oa the *]r* k» of the Prlnw Xti 
o jaer. thax the Icto™ 

be rep/od £0 within iS daif 

— '/here deUy U a patent 
m Sfhdm*; a fle^al rvply. an in* 
terji reply should be wrK wtUi* 
1 a di eat inf tne 

p-t' t hle o>Le by whjcJj n flnui 

r<l:y can be CJVen. 

Me iiji rr<jue>-> frani 

ilrn 4 »tlt of Cli i^bUC a>M»Ulij , 
Ir 5 U j> *.s*Ke W lL»>ce<a at fr ^,;u 
lie uier's po.nt vio^ and cvr 

l.;:e’*y tftK-ia UTkt point of vie* r>t 
Mm: nis 1 r ativc tbnvtnitscif. 


the l.a the next day but he 
gave "the sB^* 

*11 is more than a coinci- 
dence that during these 
years, more people were cla- 
mouring with curiosity at 
distant Calcutta about NeU- 
JL On August IS, 1£77 ( a re- 
presentation signed by Mr. 
Sukamai Ohastu Editor of 
JuganUX, i-U. Sudhaoshu 
Kumar of lire Hindustan 
Standard* Mr. 31 ta Ram S*x- 
earia. sir, Dwtiendra Ben 
Gupta, a former member of 
ParLiament, Dr. Ait Kumar 
Das. and Mr. Surdl Das, a 
ournalist and close associate 
of Hetajh pleaded for reo- 
pening of the Lnquiryi Into 
Lhe mysterious drcamstanceA 
under which he had disap- 
peared from the world, A 
copy of tl .4 representation 
fiii-i a bo been found In his 
room. There Is another chp- 
oing of a newspaper with the 
deadline ’Netail Kahan Ha in 
-three pices". 

There Is >e* another cUn- 
plns: referring to a writ pe- 
tition filed by ! one Acharya 
Hand Lai Sharmi. a free- 
dom- fighter. moved In the 
Supreme Court, pleading for 
an inquiry Into Netajrs 
whereabouts. The clipping 
of the paper shows that Mr. 
Sftarrdi had produced ex- 
tn\cr A from the diary of Su- 

Mitth v^Ar.v 


17 in connection with the 
Commissions proceedings 

Another sicnificant object 
obtained In the room is a 
Urge national flag with rope 
and fttnngs. 

Carefully-scaled maps of 
almost all the places of the 
Mans sojourn besides tho*e 
showing the places of hia 
close ossoclaies inclutlmg 
P.M, Roy are also on th* 
list . 

Letters of P.M Roy with 
the address Dum Durn Park. 
Calcutta -10005$. almost a^* 
bounded the witnesses Br- 
^ides. a ,bl£ ^parcel Tram P.M 
fioy datt£i_ March. 2a. I&23. 
cor* laird pi Bengali boots 
and a magadne Is there. 

Books of Shir at Chandra 
Chat ter jee, five volumes of 
■Mahabharat* in Bengali, 
Uo lUn gull Pooler with Ne- 
taji's photographs t>n the 
cover and two Oxford dic- 
tionaries are in the heap of 
documents lying in the rc?:r. 

VI pc -tobacco* two sealed 
battles of very old. foreign 
brandy, boxes of homo<N>pa - 
ihlc medicines, currency 
notes of all denominations 
valuing about Rs 5000. wol- 
len garments ol large r.\?^ 
and saffron clothes are am- 
ong the other articles taken 
note of in the Inventory, 
Hut the mAM r even tine outfit 
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1 W lULigm J , po + 

T WAT^h f P/'i1f‘jr\ and an* 

er f>wLs i-pande watch* 
* nocktl-'mich _ jS'elcsely 
4 V%h# one 1 which 
'hash Chandra Bose used 

* I v Is 

nt Of hi 5 p.hfltg graphs*, 
rrr glares with “ t golden 
-n*s :> 'i : rn^ ho 1 Ur:sr*d 

the on '■as which a dam the 

tr r ;i pJ-LS of Nelnjl were 
p recovered But the most 
hlfleant material compel- 
a large number or books, 
wspaper clippings and 
that one 

t or the other relate to 
bhaah Chandra Bose 
Viwrrfn German blnocu* 
L a typewriter ‘Empire* Of 
gland, a National Panaso- 
tope* recorder, "Phillips* 
ord [M avers, a Selected re- 
ds oT To core Narn.il ts4 
o, RLamUlah Khan, and 
ay at Khan were also 
nd Tr^ehary boxr.s, 
ugh empty were found In 
1 or the boxes, 
hien there Is a letter t *tiI- 
i by one Traptt to the 
n in 1977 which rends like 
« 'What v^^dtd for Mft- 
1 Is no tc hi css, Dcs pi te 
it if r*hc Ls dissatisfied, we 
I come and pacify hef. 
u did a lot for her son* 
,v th*n they are dolnv so 
x*> When she offered to 
?ve vou In Basil it wa's un- 
pdUlooal We will bo res- 
In 7 there on 20 July, 1977*. 

hits refers u» Haros j-au 
vl fthukla called Mafij- 
nhr Ms’ by the Man, she 
i heroine a source of irou- 
since the da vs the Man 
d in Basil. Wo have al- 
dv referred to thin lady n 

wing contact with the 
ward Block people there, 
secuemly endangering the 
recy of the Man. In this 
t It turned out to be she 
3 was responsible for the 
n*s shift from Basil to 
>dhya We - Tiave afso 
nd a I rfte r of Rajlrumax. 

of Svraswat! Devi Shuk- 
wherein Shukla had ask- 
for fuooo rupees which, he 
i would be strictly a loan 
; time Tt should be re- 
ted here that while leav- 
B.vul the Man had not 
■ n ’Jagdamhe Mi' to Ajo- 
\ where Durga Prasad 
dey had hired 'Frahlad 
, ra rr/shMo* of Pure hit 
! KIshore Mtshr*\ The 
hleru arising out of the 
l enrt of Jagdambe Mo La 
her suhstan Ufttf bja^ 
*r VtHlf n" bv one Amal^ 
add: rssf d to” W *£ta rn a T ^ 
m that nTramlJi had tb 
*. due to 

• tens with Forward Block 

The slflmiriranee of 

leMer not nLs to the fact 
L Mr Samar OuM wv 
important link so as 
^ f an was roncrrnfd. Tl 
b*- revealed later In the 


here. The most auspicious 
day of the country*. 

There La a letter 01_JagaV 
Jit Das 

wflttcnjnj Bengali. He pays 



heard from Mamababu (ma- 
ternal uncle) that he (the 
Man) has Injured his knee 
seriously by an accidental 
fall. T hope you are on the 
path of recovery’, Mr, Das- 
gupta then quotes 3 poem of 
Rabindranath Tagore, Some 
of the letters sent by Manu- 
bhfU state that If Net&Jl re- 
appears, people will come out 
to heK> him financially. One 
such letter show's a amah 
commentary written by the 
Man: 'Ontat Bewakoof. Me- 
dia MAdad KareJT 'Wrong 
silly, media will help). 

In an old letter dated Jan. 
^9 ie^.i Sunil _PiS_Gupta, a 
Journalist knowm _ .to„bc_a 
clbse associate., of_Subha^h 
Chandra Eose, of Beneal— ’ 
Mr, PraTulIa Chandra Sen — 
in connection with lifting ot 
the ban .on Jan, 23 celebra- 
tions of NeUJl’s birthday (os 
the Govprnment then feared 
that the congregation might 
turn violent and create a 
law and order problem in 
view- of a massacre in Dha- 
ka in those days). Another 
mention tn this letter Is about 
\hf> writer's meeting with Su- 
ren dr a Mohan O troth 'w-ho 
had ’ Shkrdanand of 

Bhalniarl Ashram for"’"! wo’ 
days Th** letter also fells 
that Surcndra.Mo_han ohosh 
/nct_ Nehru^ 'TLaJTnder 
Prasad and Desal before his 
meting with Shardanand 
Another striking feature of 
letter K a fji ct mention 
that after the ‘plane crash' 
Netajr® name had been 
dropped from the War Cri- 
minals list since the Allied 
Powers and the British Go- 
vernment had accepted Re- 
tail p«* dead. T f ‘sdded f, V * 
he win bo treafed^U^an TrrD , 
pds ter IrPTiCse " h e r e appe a f s . 
The" letter"" further say.nha! 
after talks with Mr. Ohosh, 
three pertinent points have 
emerged. (I) TTe believes 
that Net ajl Ls alive. 12) He 
Ls alive to the probability of 
d^ifirintr Netaji as an Im- 
poster. under certain cir- 
cumstance s. In the event 
his reappearance^ (3) He Is 
tn rrarh NetaJ! If he 
could trace him. 

Other ’ letters of Bunll 
Oupta were also found In 
the room bearing hls address 
ns follow : 

fftree^CMcntU- And It wm 
qn \he basis of his letters 
(K*. te^^stteaMn^ ofHcer 
** r ho Gatentte on 

r , 1 cio s tn Interrogate 
Pfi v\tr\ Moh*n Rnv also Con - 

M r Qt»n t > O r rota. Mr. 
Oupts - prom!s?d^ in tilk tn 


dom-ftgruer. ^ 

Supreme Court, pleading Tor 
an Inquiry ^inlo Retail's 
whereabouts^' The clipping 
of the 1 pap^r shows that Mr. 
Sharma had produced ex- 
tracte^rrom the diary of Su- 
bhash St Many, 

a copy of an astroIog|CaI 
m?.gaztr,e. "Bhartshya' of 'AN 
li7iabad dated May 23, 193 1 
carrying an item on Subhasn 
Chandra Bose were also found 
in the room. 

There are clippings of a 
scries of 24 articles head- 
lined 'Plane crash Is a plan- 
ted story* safely kem Ln * 
file.. Among the Urge num- 
ber of books on national and 
International affairs* there 
ts one boot ’Life Beyond 
Death— Net aJI Through Ger- 
□R,n I^en.s’. Postal stamps 
released on Retail’s birthday 
(Jan. 2J, 19&\ ) were iLv> 
preserved. 

Interestingly enough, u 
copy of ‘Jugantar’, a Bengali 
dally of Calcutta, carrying 
news abem: unveiling of Re- 
tail’s statue is also the>y* If 
He was He/ how Ironic it 
was, _ i 

There Ls a letter from Lv 
CoL V R Mohan of Lucknow 
dated June 9. 1S-SS which is 
tn reply to a letter of May 
2t, 19d3. It read as follows; 
'SwamllJ, 1 "in only say un- 
til such :Lv,e you disclose 
what you want, I can do 
nothing. In ewe you hav* 
anything to disclose, you 
may do so, I shat) see what 
possibly can be ,done\ Dis- 
closure of what 7 Col Mo- 
han is aUo no more to ans- 
wer this querryi 
^ nc th e r_ l mpo rj & at lc tU r 

is fro m Sur r n dr x , -Stngn. 

Chowdhrl o? ChowdhrTUouse 
Bakll ^Barili _Et4vroh. 1 it 
streaks^* \bout" jsbpwdhrils 
meetlng_with . Bahugilaa, 

Naral h ’a hd oih e r 1 e a 

dOrlflf the "Tana ti regime- 
Evidence show^ that It wu_s 
thAs Chowdhrl who took^CNe 
SUI crroln LScteoy toTfWM - 
sar arid r^malned^ln contkCt 
wliK Mm^tnrthr tasl ^A- 
raswa!:! "rx - - 1 Shukla refers 
to him as ‘F^ala Sahebl In- 
formed abontthc "death - of 
tht' Man. CftcwdhTl " vUI ted 
^alzabad,and_i>erf9rmM rrr-_ 
tolTJ is t rl; cs Our search 
for him la ttill on. 

The extract of the contr^- 
v^rstel G.D, Khn^U r*r*> r ^ 
typed In 4D paces, ha* 
b^en left behind by the Man. 
Alonsr with h was found a 
typed copy of the atatement 
made bv I>v1 1 n * rwi r a Nath 
Bose before \hr Kh^sla C^m- 
mlAslon But the mau start- 
ling d^eoverr *s ihe original 
summons Issued bv the * 
TOcate-Commls-sloner M 2* 
PAr^ma In Suresh Chartd F s 
DOW (brother of RetaJP f rt - 

ann^firte^ *he 

of the District Judge on An? 


not-esfl of alt denominations 
valuing about Ra ^000, wol- 
len garment* or large al zc 
and saffron clothes are am- 
ong the other article^taken 
note of in the inventory. 
But the rnost revealing "outfit 
found consist of a 'Khaki 
parr/ '32" r 4 V>— Tee Dees 
Dressers — and a eky-blue 
half shin— again Tee Dees 
Dressers The length of the 
pant proves that the wearer 
must be abqre average In 
height. 

7herV U ft coloured photo- 
graph of nwaml Vlvekanand. 
Bu: the most important one 
from the Man's point-of-vlew 
Ls an album of foreign ori- 
gin mctleuicuslj maintained 
with Its plastic folders for 
preserving the photographs. 
U contains 13 famlJx.jTtiup 
photos of 'Subhas h Ch andra 
Bas^^lfP'dl fTcrent st tOngs, 
Onc_of !hcm LU^ctaJOitfi 
hts__moihcr and father It 
has been" aulhofUaUrely 
leamt that whereas li of 
these photographs have been 
reproduced in various book* 
on Subhash Chandra Bose, 
the other two remain exclu- 
sively confined to this al- 
bum. There are 6 plastic- 
covered back - stands with 
NrtaJi In different poses and 
h!s family members. In one 
of such photographs. the 
caption below Is *Janki Nath 
with hls family' — Subbnsb 
Chandra on extreme 

right It will be tn place to 
add here that the name of 
Retail's father was Jankl 
Rath Dave. 

If this mute evidence Ls 
properly sifted and Us every 
Hem examined with a train- 
ed eye t It mAy narrow down 
our search to establish the 
real Identity ol the Alan who 
was always shifting a bur- 
den of history from one place 
to another. The foot-stepa 
hare been traced, the land- 
marks lo/m large, the ring 
of mist his turned mellow 
and as if dictates of destiny 
are taking us to the destina- 
tion where a hary shadow 
between truth and suspicion 
win be mingled with the rx~ 
act. 

But before It happens one 
has to ensure that the pro- 
perty of the Man Is not dec- 
reed as intestate property, 
and not thrown into the 
trash-tan of time, 

(To Be Continued) 
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ES maSBB^fagffiBE « 


Vh*_t* *. * h*s various hsdeouut H [ 
Tot doctor* OrsciNpeJon oi .tat! 
Man: 'Norm*!, wtlh * temp J i 

b^ru: w^eindh cc*r<ilexx>rv ■’ | 

goto arerag- height: more imn I ■ 

A Jiff *omi>tunv tvn horttHUi In Ayodhya, used to *n ancient tompie to Indm ard liT *_ <<H ' x J ®? U _ ] | 


THE MAN OF MYSTERY 

thr room tie eU+ After lomoumii nvi hoAptui in Ayodhya, u^*d to »n ancient tocnpie to India 

Mrs b j - :jr* mustered coluj** tho ta-vi a; U* Koov in tlxJa Kb hist pho*e*i nplu loe i«nuc*u*a f^curuy 

w"t cViy and .i^ke-a die Man wny *ha mxtsca* She aho r evaded is $eUJ *±lr* and is prac- fslorperf by Uit M&n waj ccm- .t 

■vhc * as trcarod dfljertnUy a no £*wamJ Gm w^u with the tbtttf Yoga ir sd rr.ocblaliorL, lurncl whta Dr- DrajnrrJ^ c*n- 1 [ 

* r . . . ,n u . • -w *_ • *K>il a v.vrt l tn 



■harp i*ue»;ioh Uir Mar, [u*kco ciianura 0***, *h* rtipaed tn*t rtjns^U anr*h tr * in Irv^x --- . ^ , , 

tit Mr* 4 >mutJ* uiho *mco I ■ e r ** ie ha ° ftrs< R ^' n l« i»*( ‘ *OOOJ ttvM ** ‘-he *S* t>* £X nrvcr m * 1 Erx ? rn J 

-i V — ii Ukjuiow *hdo * l Lul ^° w Ln houjt g: Mr. J T-*** hai* »no h™:ty. CileutU I 

A f b*n, wncn me wa* ig^ji ajx« 1 who te>2k Uns PLoto- 


*■'*■■* j t^iarna^ii ar^t had 
Krtat poim^al lea* 
dtra I, if r ront^r OaruxMi Neh' 
?u nriiji rt 4 ,*/n A*ji<i 3 T*d t 3 u 


XI yt#rs old- She used tg go Ri^ph?, he rtplltd 1 canno? 
there to^picfc ; lowers in a 0vai . -ay * 
by hoas« wiUi her father who 


He wa* a Bengah beydhd t 
d>ub: well -verted tn many lan- j 


vf : Thii e»n b* . i«U* ptv^ TJ»e«. swlde-nJy bur*^ cn« ( ; 

•jfiajti Ctiaj>4ra lloxT hnivvdf~al I1Ad 1/1 <!1 t^urnea fro.n Meiio- r3< ^ w kl 

-ie tj-.a»iur trf Mr. Atuly* Ipm- af ' e r OPUng Iot the Mi- A; rt ls r -^ iaU «- i*=«ta . 

a-d iea i pmlantnraptsi of most n ' ar >’ Actouma Senr^re iastead ^ rhdtr-S.if-i u ic;ep;j- 


J 

mi epetch 'd^^tioex person*- jiP 



V-i w her iirtprefi.»lonA, Dm - 3 _ lt _, 

she Uec.dert u> irnveii the- nyy h k . ^ utmediitfly corrects 

\vty iurnourw'Xnjr Ihe Man only f ' * ?* ,. 

1 bct^/ica Jy asked i wh other. 


in« Ure wrong year deUb^rately. lapsed into tears ihd her, vo-:o q. V(>u lcrjk ^cttix par s . .^ 

broke *3 ihe ^ke oT wliu the crvnxhon? J 


f irsi 


*1]. to unburden hcfsoli 


of the agony of keo?>irj>r a «seo -^ lC h:ui 

* renicHon to the canards spread “ V““ u ‘ 10:1 * r * 


Min haul opet ulcered In! pain: 
‘Mer* Nam ' Dumya Key R^^uer 


i t 


‘J 


K|y R'c^vtter ^ lit ^ U X person Oi ipln- v 
Sey Hid Diya Gaya Hai i*My ♦ ^ drunenev. So my cocx(*cn 



-:.e ui»y wiiy i*p 

,, 1 lU 

tfiot. J, vi, Mii.y 


‘Jug 

( ;v r » * UengaU d a Lly of Cxi cut ■ 
la » on Jan. 23 IS79. This ii 

what hi looked like, Nirs, Bu 


k- - v j I 

FTocn Lht rtuh:^M Mn rione o' her than Lord Him* Inm'tj 
Barere* U wu by row if L' had uter> *Jat Samadhi*-- 

^ Tn . ( .w,, v n . L> . exceedingly dear that the ^Un t by tinting Tn ih* itrcr>e waters 

’ ;1 u **^ Ul J nerjtf emphatically rtpe^ted, the perserwahty we rougtu to ;e- tTj Saryu , . . To tny mold yhe 


' e: ' 03 " n It I- It.™.,,,. JI„ * n41 narrate hrr rcarton »-Iirn 
1 *'** i * - ■ * J v * ■ *he mw Ih + Ji nitgtotfnaph Jn the 

n^wsf^ier to which *he *he^ 


* 4 e Mm. aiwia lyanerjeft 
a 4 u> rcs.d^d at LH^aiiVur a-s<i 
Oc.^ne Eveutvr v^itora lY^ey 


subscribed- 

Probably she wanted to be the 


“ l - Cfe ^.owM |in«o». Oux.m wllIl0Ut inv lo „ , ltTW M 

““ ,J1 - r >-*»f*--wncua.r a wjj a)] (xckenlfnt ^ took lbt 

l ' , , : Y : tl: r“ 'sj.t ‘ wr to U„ Man, To h«r .*• 


t:;i 


--.v'y; 


tlu r ic-ini iyj\.itf,m 

:: » u loe.n,| 
c:n.iA, »: ^ .n I* ,i.t .1 
J 

L 


Till was or.* tUUrc on O^Ti’.;x* Utt nt^i *f:t t^etrfOfttwl at a 
*n heights, n',u.tir-g mM watch* place where orily the licUlee\ gi 
i r.g the panorama of tUe as txd th» boly o o^ild erer fltaJ the Ik 
ttC*atT w*odd/y Jo'jmfj'* ; 

Again, we U»ugh; b Knpera- Had this man too noc ecnl^rae- 

fu«: to rre^ent ii to the Man Vh't to mcot Ute ;wr< Dr, P. ed for long before, a way of tiU- 

Banerjfr* to hav* his Impresto^riX a^ipearlrig akrirly by ^ destroy! Gtf 
The dytiarr.lc ^ >:ioir had mK vanity of extsfierioe* by ja- 

ih’e Man >s many time® tn the nl^ring Or was it rmtsrvclMlhtiT 
L?t 10 y<a:i that he had r.nu- *■ ' 

rcaT.ber o* ^CONCLtT)EDj ^ 


i 


tr*m« *urprt*e, #be found an 
i 5 iue of ihU pjp^r already h,ny rillv forgotten th* 





Jl/VUUPO 


■il 'The tv you caiftr 

: r; j ! : u lylearafterMear 

•The Salora Portable television 






wm& 


41 V* Wi# *, ■■ 

wde «ra| ADfu barwyjf * 
rrt*dM at Uoi^tMur »-k» 
Tit muUr , trmbprl Toey 
■ere auwed Latfuit During 
om it was 

jnuiujj^ house, ljKk.de>* 
.omK^Sr the iKam jd 

Hitlerite, s«t;aj 
pstiitiuc eondti^iu in w .u.i 


w ' 

Subscribed. * IJ^ ' 

Prc&atxy the wiatfdLr'bt th« 

fii*! t*i prntnt J 3 ia 

*h 7 tiw, XX 13 

»U exeftempir she soot ibt $«.[ 
per M*a To h tr «* 

Wtm^kirprte*, she found an 
c: tbsx paper already lyici 
mm. I . — -i 


, nLfhJ 


•pm. 

Again, we thought ip4ftfptra- 
,Hte to meet the [Dr. P, 
'JBanerjet to hj^eiSa LmpressoinA 
!Th* dympvhT doctor had met 
thn Mjuf'so many time* in the 
b^ttfrenri that he had ftattn 
tty forgotten the nuhvber Id 1 


jam ww mTH*. many- a 

sitfges:td that ne id.a to 
up ter portioti of her houir 
ixt hU proper ear* cuuu &* 

*t<L But the Men j ntr*r 
d, Sn* abo confirmed here 
the persona who visited hun 
)ym Fuji*' »nd' 33 rd Jan. 

bu clam jsTu^dxU* and 
.»t^ Inty used to bring 
them 1 ‘Khter roods o£ date* 
. 'tins Man* Mr* fBaotrJee 
hr i recall* cnee ! told her 
ibis ;Khc$r* hid bttn rre* 
i tor hJH by an tUlerfy 
Of hi I lemlly at Calcutta., 


•bo - fcrjrx! 




d the cam 1 ** of bar qus- 
Ds\ T c BacerjeeJahc ots- 
d thae Iht Man hid already 
her of - the ** » u t 

kujul one and * tuif yj*n 
e it actually fan** 

.oorauhtf 'about the tpirftu* 
ro* of the Mrrv M;J- 
tj|j toM ui lh*t iht uwd 
•a<J to turn a; ajUOKT ’Sux- 
L (avounlt dliii ol id Bft* 
Once hw I huaosad anS 

daughter-in-law Fttra *ft« 

-leg' tlria d ih. sithrtl W ■ 
ling ear. On tftjtr 
m « *1ttl an ac:klc!r. and 
t T C Danerje* 1 * Place, bn 
lid the : dTShteMn-law 

and tea* the d-ilt to l — ( 
M th>y entered, 

-rice ‘junior’ lotrcrdu^ 
e i., prcmpUy tht Mnn 
T C Bar-irjf* n.tut b< at ' 

• to this date MrJ- Bm;r- 
is hi*hly wnTtnced rt the 
’a Apirttuat ins'-sht. 
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a Mmber of Parliament \ tt a 
rrftr ooafmBce <n Jaa- IZ 
1979 at Colcccta Pros' [Club 
h to bo a photecraoh 
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PRESS COM HUNjyU 15 


BHARAT ratna 


The President is pleased to confer the award of 
Dhornt Ratna Posthumous l'y on Shri Subhash Chandra 
Dose. 


Rash t ra pa t i. h hav nn, New Delhi. I 

January 2 2 , 1 5 9 2 . 


NOT TO BE PUBLISHED OR BROADCAST BE PORE THE MORNING 

Of 23RD JANUARY, 1992. 
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IK HIE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 
( Appellate Side ) 

In the flatter of 1 
An application under Article 22G 
the Constitution oT India ; 

And 

In the matter of 1 
Dljan Ghosh , 

• • .Petitioner 


i 


1 



t 


, 


-Versus- 

The Haxfc Union of India & Crs. 

• • .Respondents 








! 


i 

EIJAN GHOSH 

Advocate in person 
Tar Association, Room do* 11* 
High Court at Calcutta. 
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ADVOCATE 
HIGH COURT CALCUTTA 

BAR -«*70N ROOM HO 1 1 

* ' BlR IB llffl is 557? 


Dated » 2: 


Hr. R. Kundu, 

Sr. "Central Govt. Advocate, 
4, K.S. Roy Road, 

Calcutta « 1. 


In Re * C.O. Q720(W) /1993 
Bljan Ghosh 
- Vs - 

Union of India & Ors. 






Dear Sir, 

Enclosed, please find a copy of the Amended W r it Petition 
to be filed as ordered by His Lordship, the Ifon’ble Hr. Justic 
Shy amedL Kumar Sen on the last occasion l.e. 22 September, 


1993. 

Thanking you, 

Yours f aitlifully, 





Enclosed » Amended Writ Petition with all annexures. 
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SUNDAY MORNING 


NEAR AKSHAYA BIDYAPITH, NEDERPARA. KRISHNANAGAR DIAL 2129 
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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 
(Appellate Side) 







i 


- *V 


it 








In the natter of t 
An application under Article 226 
of the Constitution of India} 

•And- 

In the matter of t 
A writ in the nature of Mandamus} 

-And- 

In the matter of * 

A writ in the nature of Certiorari} 
-And- 

In the matter of i 

Any other Writ and/or Writs f order 

and/or orders, direction ^id/or 

directions} 

-And- 

In the matter of t 

* 1 ■ ■ ■ 


Articles 19# 21 and 51A of the 

4 

1 Constitution of India. 


■And 




> h % '''3 

The *Bharat Ra tn a ' conferred upon 

Subhas Chandra Bose posthumously 
without having any official 
declaration by the Govt. of India 
of His death and/or admission of 
Hi 3 death; 

/ 

-And- 

In.th.e. matter of i 

Press Commlnique dated 22.12*1992 
issed by the Hastrapati Bhavan 

Authority conferring the Bharat 

c- 

Katna 1 upon Hubhas Chandra Bose 
pos thumously. 

-And- 

In the matter of : 

Hetaji Inquiry Commit tee, 1956 
& 

Hetaji Inquiry Commission, 1970» 
-And- 

In the matter of 1 

Hetaji Ullch Level) Investigative 
Committee; 

i 

-And- 

In the matter of i 

•Hlght to Know 1 
Fundamental Bights; 


-And- 

^ | 

In. the matter Qf l 

Bijan Ghosh, Advocate 

practising at high Court at Calcutta 

Bar Association Boom No. Eleven, 

c 

son of Sri Benoy Krishna Ghosh 
B-172, B.E. College, How rah- 3. 

... PETITIONER. 

-Versus- 

m 

1* The Union of India 
represented through the Secretary, 
Ministry of Hone Affairs, 

New Delhi-110 001. 

2. The Union of India 

Service through the Secretary, Ministry 
of Human Resources pnd Development, 

New Delhi-110 001. 

3. * Aulyo Nath Bose 
3/o. 3arat Bose 

226/4A, Ncta^i Subbas Chandra Bose Hoad, 
Calcutta-700 040. 

4. Sunil Krishna Gupta, 

30, Bidhyasagar Street, Calcutta-700 009 

, 5. Susanta Kumar Mitra, 

# 

\ 3/0. Late Nilmony Mitra, 


If - 
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To 

The Hon 1 bio Hr. A.M. Bhattacharj ee, Chief Justice 

And His Companion Justices of the said Hou'ble Court. 

\ 

1 

The hunbla petition of the 

petitioner abovenamed. 

; \ 

Most Respectfully Shevoth i ■' M 

1* lour petitioner Is a citizen of India and resides 

in the address given In the cause tittle. He is an Advocate, 
practising at High Court at Calcutta. 

i 

2. His Exceloncy, the President of India, had the 

pleasure to confer the ! Bharat Ratna*, upon Subhas Chandra 
Bose on 23xd January, 1992 posthumously by a 

■ ’i ■ 

t l ’ ' 

/ ■ 

which concludes that the Government ; of India Is hereby 

! * 

officially admit tint; that Subhas Chandra Bose is dead. At 

s 

the some time by bestowing him the’B^arat Ratna 1 , the Highest 
Civilian honour with the description ^posthumously, the 

President of India has declared the o^hof way round, that 

17 \ 

he is dead. The Government of India before that had £iot 

I 

declared anywhere that Subhas Chandra Bo3e is dead and bad 

it 

not officially accepted the alleged report of Suohas Chandra 

i ’ 

Bose's death on air crash on l8fch August, 1945, in Taiwan. 

t 

There la neither any declaration fromanfy International 

'* v 

Government or Authority either that $ubhhs Chandra Bose 

i \ 

died on that ulr crash nor in any other subsequent specific 

t\ 

event. Without the specific report df death of Subhas 
Chandra Boue, the Government of India\ canncl and should not 
confer him any title with the description posthumously ; 
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\ 

4. To unveil the nys tery of the alleged death of 

Subbas Chandra Bose, to assert the faots related to the 
Aeroplane Crash and/or death of Subhas Chandra Base, 

Hetajl Inquiry Committee 1956 (hereinafter also refusal 
to as the Shah flavaa Committee) was appointed by the 
Government of India In the year 1966 l.e. after a period 
of eleven year3 from the alleged air crash followed by 
.the announcement of Uetajl's death by Tokyo Radio* The 
Government of India, headed by dm. Indira Gandhi had 
apparently not accepted the report of the Shah Nawaz Committee 

1 resulting in the setting up of a second enquiry body 

c ■■ • 

under the Commissions of Inquiry Act 1952 under the name 

1 s 

and style of Metaji Inquiry Commission 1970 (hereinafter 

• i 

also referred to as the Khosla Commission) consisting of 
Mr* Justice Khosla, a retired Chief Justice of Punjab High 
Court. The Khosla Commission^ Report, which was submitted 
In Juno, 1974 with the findings in favour of the alleged 
\ aircrash, va3 eventually rejected by the Government of 

1 ■ V 

India headed by Morarji Desai after a > full-fledged debate 

■ 1 1 ,s 

in Parliament on a motion Prof* Samar Guha* In course 
of the said debate, the then Prime Minis ter^ Morarji Desai, 
declared In the loksobha on August 28, 1978 dealnred^ that 
in the light of reasonable doubts end Important contra- 

. i * 

dictions in the testimony of witnesses and some contemporary 

t ■ 1 

official documentary records, which had become available, 
the Government found It difficult to accept that the earlier 

1 J* 

conclusions of the Shab Nawaz Committee and the Khosla 
Commission are deqlslve* This declaration of Shrl Morarji 

■ i. 

Desai decisively proves beyond all doubts that the death 
of Subbas Chandra Bose was not offlaially accepted and 
recorded by the Government of India and for that reason. 


• # • 
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the award of * Bharat Ratna* could not have been conferred 
posthumously on Netajl Subhas Chandra Bose* Subsequently, 

* 

the Govern men t of India, headed by then Prime Minister, 

[Mr. Chandra Shekhar decided in favour a further investigative 

ji 

j; inquiry to unearth the 1 unsolved mystery' of Subhas Chandra 
(Bose's death, but the said decision does not appear to 
j have been acted upon for so far. 




*+A* It is worth while s tatlhg^in the above context 

that both Mahatma Gandhi and Pandit Mad ad Mohan Malaviya 
advised Nefcaji's family to abstain from performing his 
Sradh Ceremony after his death was announced by Tokyo Radio 
on or about August 23, 19^5* The meeting of the All India 
Congress CommittGQ held in Bombay thereafter under the 
Presidentship of Moulana Abul Kalam Azad abstained on the 
President's suggestion from passing any condolence resolution 
to mourn fletajl's death. As far us your petitioner is 
aware, till today no such resolution has been passed by any 

■ 

body of the Indian National Congress inspite of the fact 
that Netajl Subha3 Chandra lose had adorned tho Presidency 
of the said party on two succo salve occasions* The present 
Prime Minister, who also happens to bo the President^of 
the ruling Congrc33 party,' must ho aware of this historic 
retrospect* It is therefore unbecoming on the part of the 
Government of India to describe the x impugned 'Bharat Ratna' 
R s posthumously conferred on Netaji and for that purpose 
to stick to the story of his death in tho alleged alr-orash 
or to rely on the reports of the >3bah Nawaz Committee and 
the Kho3la Commission or either of them In purported 
jurisdiction of treating Netaji having died in tho allogcd 
air-crash on August 1g» 19^5* 
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?• Subhas Chandra Boao was conferred the title 

'Netfijl*. Gnndhlji said about him "Subhas is the patriot^ 
of Patriots | the prince of Patriots". The people of India 
haTe profound regard in Him. He all alopg had been 
admitted as a National Hero. He was the main architect 

i 

of the freedom of India. The Countrymen haTe become 

stupified as to what propelled the Gore rumen t of India 

• to confer the 'Bharat Ratna* on him. A Title or an Award 

is a recognition conferred on a person for his achievement, 

contribution and success in any field. An award dr a Title 

has it's congenital limitation. But when a personality 

is higher and greater than any award or title, conferring 

such honour on that person becomes ridiculous. It becomes 

an act of carelessness to classify such person as of equal 

rank with others who had already been awarded such title 

and who would be awarded such title In future. Sometimes 

conferring a fictional honour on a person becomes an insult 

to him inatqad of true honour to him. That is why it is 

found that some persons under some unwanted situation or 

in some derogatory circumstances reject such honour or 
* 

do not receive such title. Award or Title is made to account 
for and recognise the success/contributicm/ achievement 

\j 

of a man. The question is whether the Government of India 
has even now been able to measure and fathom the success, 
ano contributions of Nctaji in the freedom struggle of India 

and His success and achievement end contribution is capable 

* 

of denominated in like manner by the Government of India 
by merely j Conferring ths award "Bharat Ratna" on b by 
way of a^rize-givlng ceremony*. Reward of a patriot like 
Netajl was tho freedom of liis Mother Land, it could not 
be reduced to a functional honour. 
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A Title or Award, whatsoever may be the honour 
3 tutus attached to that, may not always be a reward to a 
towering historical personality. It could ridicule and 
dishonour dim, it May denigrate, debase and defame Him. 

It may he derogatory to the person who iu awarded, such 
honour, if he is tiuuh greater than the auaia itself. Hot 
necessarily an award or a Title wuulu always make the 
recaipient glorified, sometimes it just damages the whole 
purpose itself, it turns to a humiliation on the part of 
the roc eip lent. All apart a personality like Him should 
not he ranked with other rcceipients of the 'Bharat Rutna' 
by conferring on Hin the ’Bharat Rntno’ , may it be the 
highest civilian honour*" 

7 - After a span of about 45 yonr3 what promoted 

the Government of India to recognise iiis success, to 
fathom nis neb lev omen ts * ta revtaid iiis contribution, to 
admire His sacrifice. The decision and the action of the 
Government of India are really ridiculous ;tnd have got no 
rational basis. Virtually He lias been abjured by this ’Honour' 
It is not a regard but a sheer disregard for him. The 
persons, who had been conferred with the 'Bharat Ratnn 1 

V# 

before Him are chronologically* Dr. Radii a iris Brian , 

C. Raj agopainchari , Dr. C.V. Roman, Dr. Bhagwan Da3, 

M. Vishcshwarayya, Jawp.harlal Ilohru, Rovind Bollabh Pant, 

D. R. Karve, Dr. Bidhan Chandra Roy, Purushottam Das Tandon, 

Dr. Rajendra Prasad, Dr. Zakir Hussain, P.V. Kane, 
Lalhahadur Bhastri, Indira Gandhi, V.V. Giri, K. KararaJ, 
Mother Terreaa, Vlnoba Bhave, Khan Abdul Gaffar Khai?, 

K.G. Ramchandron , B.R. Ambedkar, Hel3on Mandela, Momrji 
Desni, Raj ITS Gandhi, Yallnv Bhai Patel. It cannot be 

-,i_\ rj f thorn worn superior to liitt or Hi3 contri- 
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foregoing parsons. It is also a riddle to the People as 
to what p*-- Ux^Lc on f erring of 'Bharat Hntn*' on Uetaji 

along with MouLana Abul Kalain Asad on the same day* They 
were not at ail equal in rank as far the freedom movement 
of Inaia is concerned. After Iiiia t till date, J.H.D. Tata 
and datyajil nay have been conferred "Bharat Hutnu". Should 
the Government of India rank Suthaa Chandra xoje with all 

X 1 

these persons or with all such persons who would bo conferred 
the "Bharat Batne'’ in future is u question of questions. 

?A. auhhas ChtJidra Bose eniTied the immortal honour 

it ** 

of being called as Uetaji by his countrymen right from 
the time of hi3 organising the Indian National Army and 
establishing the Provisional Government of Free India and 
heading the same as the President Mid duprome Commander. 

The saiu Government was recognised by eight independent 
countries including China and adininls tered Indian territory 
of AnaamuiWiicober far nose than n year, besides having 
hoiutbu National Flag on the Indian Coil at Iiaphal. Ho 
was thus the first. President of independent India by any 
s taiidmvi of intiuatioiml evaluation. I lie President of India* 
Jakir Uossain rightly saiu "lib was the first president 
of India"* Prior to nia departure from India for fulfilment 
of hi? mission from abroad and as early ns in the year 1939 
he had the unique honour of being elevated to the status of 
"Deshnayak" by no less a person than Babindra Nath Tagore 
in a historic address written in this honour after His 
resignation from the presidentship of the Indian National 
Congress in the A.I.C.C. Session at Calcutta following the 
Tripurl episode. No. honour, title or award, howsoever 
colourful can even dare to approach even the shadow of 
his $ towering personality or of the evaluation of hi3 


_ 



character and contribution to his contry^en, excepting < q 
the Sage of 3 an tin ilea tan. In that tribute .Rabindranath 

addressed Him the incarnation of God, the manifestation 
as guaranteed in the "GITA".* sBes towing the f Eharat Ratna* on 
Him, whom Dr. Sarvapalli Rndhakrishnan described as 
Superman, is therefore tantamount to lowering him in public 
esteem. 


A true copy of the Article "DESHNATAK" 1s annexed, 
and narked with the letter *A" . 

( 

3- There wa3 a total no application of mind on the 

part of the Government of India in conferring "Bharat Ratnn" 
on such an elevated personality. It was totally an mechanic a^t. 
approach. The Government of India should have meticulously 
considered whether it would be a regard or disregard in 
conferring on iiia, the*Bh«rat Ratna* after years of 
independence and that too after conferring the "Bharat Ratna" 
on a lot of other persons. Had ho been the first receipient 
of such an award, the bonafide public reaction would have 
been that such an attempt was directed at limiting Him, 

His success, contribution and attainments. The Government 
of India should ha7e fudged the matter carefully and 
dispatriataly and not mechanically or superficially; the 
pub li c sentiments, emotions and feelings should have been 
taken into account before conferring Him the "Bharat Ratna" 
Without having any attempt afresh to resolve the Mystery 
of His Death, without having any regard to the honour and 
feeling of the people have for Subhas Chandra Dose, the 
Government of India conferred on Him the "Bharat Ratna" 
and that too posthumously when the same had been conferred 
by that time upon a number of porsons who cannot be ranked 
with him in any way. The Government of India ha3 no right 
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or authority to insult a National Hero* to defame and 

o ■ - -■ ■ -• wc. ■. ■ 

disregard a man, who was the main architect of the freedom 

of India* . to hurt the feelings, sentiments and admiration 

■ *“••• ' * '• ■ * r m . ■ „■ ^ . jr * 

of the people of India, to dishonour and humiliate a 
personality by Just attaching a lna lgnif leant rnaxh of 
honour on him* who was much above the other persons who 

I * v * h v ; a , ■ f " 1 \ 

need such official recognition and honowr. She Government 

. ' ' ’• ’ / • * . ) . ' - 

. of India should reconsider the decision of conferring on 
Him the "Bharat Batna* and there is no lota of doubt about 
it that it would be & marie of true respect and honour to 
Him, if His name is not labelled with the "Bharat Bata a / 1 • 

* ' - * ■ . I 

The declaration of conferring the "Sharat Ratna" on Him 

’ . . h * 

should be withdrawn/reoalled as a aarit of true respect and 
honour to Him. 

t 

lour petitioner craves leave to submit the 

's&goount of public sentiment and feelings as reported in 

' * „ . / 

press against this decision of Government. 


vf::r 

■ ^ , t 
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8 a. Tour petitioner states that what is all the 

more distressing is that the purported award has been 

t tTT’-fe-YvisA- 

tainted with the description that tho same ha3 been 
on Iletaji posthumously, when no evidence of bi3 death is 

I 1 

on recordo and the whole country i 3 still anxiously awaiting 
his re- appearance on Indian soil for the Deliverance of 
Mother India. 


9 , . Subtaas Chandra Bose left his house at Calcutta 

on 17*1.1941, evading house arrest, reached Japan in May 

■ / ■ * - - \ ^ » „ - 
, - * - g, *■ 1 , 

19*+3, en-route.Afganiatban, Soviet Russia, Germany, 
Madagascar and Sumatra. 


10. Japan Officially surrendered on 1 5th August, 194?* 

' , r L J - ■ > \ * ' * 

Uter the fall of Japan in August, 1945* ainas it was not 
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*1 


safe for him to stay In any part of last Asia, ha Left 
for an asylum, in all probability that was the then 

i 

Soviet Russia - It is not Just a sentimental belief or 
mere conjecture, but there are enough evidence, documentary 
reports and other auxtlllary testimony to reach such conclusion , 
It is now an established fact that Subhns Chandra Bose 
successfully managed to enter the then Soviet Russian 
territory via Manchuria under the camouflage of the report 
of his air crash death on l8tb August, 194?. 

11* It is also on record that Subhas Chandra Bose 

v- * 

went to the then Soviet Russia and wanted to come back to 

India sometime In 19*+5 - 19^, and It i3 reasonably believed 

I 

that subsequently, somehow it was so managed at any level 
that he was kept in the then Soviet Russia against his will 
and for some reasons or others, he was not allowed to cone 
to India* Propelled by this strong impression all the 
persons who took the matter in the Rational interest, all 
along wrote to the authorities concerned of the then Soviet 
Russia, even of the new bom Russia to reveal all the facts 
and truths related to the whereabouts of SubbRS Chandra Bose* 
But till date, no information has been received by the 
People of India from the Russian authority. It is needless 

to mention that Subba3 Chandra Bose was never officially 

/ 

declared a War Criminal at least to the knowledge of the 
Government of India* 

■* i 

12, It yas along doubted that the alleged plane crash 

was a camouflage under which Subhas Chandra Bose left East 
Asia and took shelter in some other part of the World and 
the logical conclusion was that, the comply was the then 
Soviet Russia, which all along w a s very friendly to . 
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Subbaa Chandra Boa# and be had a profound faith in the 
philosophy of Socialism. All along, different Indians, in 
representative capacity as well as in individual capacity 
wrote to the then 3oviet Russian authorities that Subhas 
Chandra Bose was in the then Soviet Russia and should be 

banded over to the Indian People. Mr. Samar Ouha, who was 

I 

an Member of Parliament, as a leader of the Socialist Party 
of the Lok Sabhn, met Breen ev at Raahtrapatl Bhavan, when 
the latter visited India and presented a three-page 
memorandum on 23.11.1973 with a request that Moscow should 
reveal all the facts about Him in which he outlined the 
reasons categorically why Indians believe that Subhas 
Chandra Bose was given shelter by Stalin after he escaped 
to Saiberla on 23«(J»1945* But no reply was received either 
from Delhi or from Moscow, nor was the request turned 
down In writing. The same request was made to Mr. Gorbachev 
after he came to power which too vent un- answered. 

rf ' 

12A. lour petitioner s tates that barring the 

mischievous propaganda about his death, there is no 
evidence to establish that Hetaji was not alive on the 
date of the impugned honour. On the contrary the purpated 
findings of the tvo enquirylng bodies regarding h$s alleged 
death no longer hold the field for the reasons stated 
hereinbefore. There is no evidence of his death till date. 

The Government of India has failed to produce any such 

o 

evidence so far. The purpjtted rellanco on the reports 

and findings of the Shah Hawaii Committee and the Kbosla 

'• f 

Commission Is like a ^drowned person making a reckless 
attempt to catch a straw. The said purported reports 
and findings having been discarded In Parliament as early 
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as In the year 1978 and tb© President of India having 
released the book of Prof. Samar Guha * "Hefcaji - Dead 
or Alitfe" containing conclusive evidence of the perversity 
of such findings in on official function at Parliament Annexe 
in the same ye a r, the present §ovomraent can not set up the 

self-sane findings as the fountain-spring of their conviction 

> 

that Hetaji died in the alleged air-crash at Taihoku on 
August 10, 19^5. The President of India in two Public 
occasslons expressed firm disbelieve about the story of 
air-crash* If, therefore, clearly appears that what could 
not be achieved directly is being attempted to be acccxnpliabei 
indirectly by implanting the fiction of Hetaji*s death in 
public mind through the process of conferring the "Bharat 
RaAta" on Him and describing the conferment as a posthumous 
one. It la manifestly a collateral device to suppress 
the actual facts, which if disclosed might seem to be 

embarrassing to many* f 

c 

12B* lour petitioner will crave reference in the 

above context to various reports about Netaji's whereabouts 
such the date of his disappearance end reports of investi- 
gations carried on by Journalists, which have not been 
taken int6 consideration by the authority making suoh 
posthumous "Bharat Ratna"* The expression of views by 
the members of the Parliament cutting accross party lines 
during the debate on the notion of Prof* 3*usar Guba, the 
the M.P. , on Kbosla Commission *3 Report in 1977-78 will 
convince any person of ordinary prudence that the evaluation 
of Netajl can not be delimited by a stereo-type honour of 
"Bharat Ratna" and that too at this bela,ted stage. The 
perversity of the report and findings of Kbosla Commission 
attracted eloquent exposition by such members in strongest 
terms in denouncing the said stage performance by Mr. Khosla 
while your petitioner will crave reference to the said 
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Parliamentary proceedings! the following exeerpt from the 
speech of Shrl Dhirendra Hath Bose, Congress H.P. from 
Katwa may serve as an illustration *- 


‘J* 




"demand to scrap the report of the Khosla 
Commission is a demand of the people of India 
and of the people of the democratic countries 
in the World. The Khosla Commission's report 
should not only be scraped, but also be bum 

S 

to ashes". 

j 

f 

’12C. While your petitioner calls upon the Government 

of India to produce before this Hon'ble Court the entire 

> 

proceedings of t he Parliament relating to the debate of the 
above motion of Prof. Samar Guha in order to enable the 
S&KxilalK Hon’ble Court to appreciate the context in which 
the said debate was concluded by the statement of the 
then Prime Minister, Mr. Morarji Deshai cn the floor of 
the House discarding the earlier conclusions as not 
decisive, your petitioner is citing below an excerpt of 
the speech delivered by Shri K. Maya Thevar, Congress M.P. 
from Tamil Nadu. 







"There can not he two opinions among Indians 1 -' 
now or in the past that while Gandhlji was the 
father of the Hation, our beloved leader, 

Hetaji, is the greatest son of India, the tallest 
Statesman not only of India, but of the entire 
world. He was the greatest patriot produced by 

A 

the history* of the World, notcnly Indian history". 

12D. The Report and findings of Khosla C onmiaslon and 

Hr. Justice Khosla W were crifclalsed unanimously and 
lashingly and without any iota of protect on the floor of 
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Parliament* Member a of Parliament denounced the aald 
Report and none opposed the Motion of Prof* Samar Guha* 
No body advocated In for accpptlng Khosia Commission* a 
Report* Most remarkable aspect of this episode va« that 
the Khosla Commission^ Report was accepted during 

I 

Emergency, and that reasons It was reopened by the next 
Government* In view of the equlvolat volde of 17 Member a 
of Parliament and none opposing the motion. Irrespective 
of political views, the then Prime Minister annuird the 
earlier acceptance of Khosia Commission's Report and 
findings and Shah Nawaz Committee* a Report 

findings* 


13. Freedom and Democracy are the two things which 

are a up plenum tor y to 6a ch other and one can not exist 
without the other. Freedom la all pervading. It includes 
the freedom of information* In a Democratic aountry like 

Vi 

India, where freedom of thought and expression are 

guaranteed as fundamental rights, the freedom of Information 

* 

IS' concomitant to such fundamental rights, because the 
resource of thought and expression are Information and 
knowledge. A free and democratic State cannot tffford to 
Ignore the freedom of information of Its citizens, p 


* 


Contd***17 
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particularly lnr*>sp«it of questions, of National interest, 
more so when relating to the alleged death of a National 
Hero, the mala architect of the freedom of India. Freedom, 

I 

in Its* true spirit is guaranteed In the Constitution as 
fundamental right and as s»oh 'Freedom of Information' 
should also be honoured as Fundamental $ight. The promises 
of unconditional Freedom in true sense are pining up, 
but the day of fulfilment Is nowhere In sight. 





14 * It would be better social Injustice If the people 

are deprived of 'Right to Know*. It cannot be said that 
social justice has been done If there la no right to know, 
no freedom of Information, especially which Is in the domain 
of Rational Importance, and In no way related with the 
Defence and Security affairs of the State. In particular, If 
people are deprived of the knowledge arid information about 

u 

Netajl's disappearance that would tanstni tantamount to a 
National Crime. 

i 

„ c 

t 

* 

16 , The right to know should be treated with paramount 

Importance and of fundamental bearing In a remocr^tic 

K 

Republic, Right to know Is a fundamental as Right to life. 





Tbe constitution of India bad been contemplated in It** 
preamble i Justice - Social, Economical and political* 

1 A, 

The Justice cannot be ensured without proper 
and true freedom of information and right to know. Every 
citizen has every right to know everything save and except 
those details of defence matters which are in the provice 
of security of 3tate. Furnishing Information with regard 
to * right to know* is required for the due discharge mt 
of duties on the part of the Government even, if it is required 
to be obtained from any part of the World. A Democratic 
Republic 3tate Cannot p remote a typical kind of "mental * 
slavery* amongst its pecple by adopting the practice of 
furnishing edited information. If there is no subnotion 
free India, if there is no master-slave relationship between 
the Government and people in a Republic State, then the 
People have every right to know. In a Republic, bjr 
definition a Government is Dade by the people, of the pecple, 
for .the People and as such If the people, arc not guaranteed 
of their right to khow then by tho definition itself, the 
Government does not remain a Democratic Republic. 

16. The Government of India in Janata Front Ministry 
admitted that right to know the truth is within the psrview 
of fundamental right but .that remains a mere theoritical 

* i 

declaration. 

17 , a men of Subbas Chandra Bose*3 stature and 
importance, glamour and glory, struggle and success should 
not be declared dead under the camouflage of an award made 
posthumously. Virtually, Government of India is thus 
striving to a tiff la all further inquiry commission (a), 
which could unearth the truth related to his whereabouts or 
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political asylum or his death in such captivity. 

/ 

t * 

10* The Government of India did not care to honour 

the freedom of information to Her citizens. British 
Government published the documents related to 'Transfer of 
Power 1942 - 19^7* id 1975 revealing many a secret documents, 
relating to the transfer of power to the Indian leaders hut 
the Government of India remained idle and indifferent about 
the documents, and published in the said *Transfer-of-Power 
1942 - 1947. A number of doounenta, letters, correspondentiBS 
decisions of British Cabinet and British Executive of 
British - India Government which were only referred thereto 
but not published. The Government of India should have 
asked the British Government about clarification and 
publication in relation of some document, records, correspon- 
dences and remarks and for unearthing more facta and the 
truths related to the freedom struggle of India and Her 
political personalities for a review afresh. 

18a. India attained 'Freedom* by way of Transfer-of- 

Pover by virtue of an Act passed by the British Parliament 
on 18.7*1947 namely the Indian Independence Act, 1947* She 
Government of U.K. transferred power to the Government 
of India, conditionally, interalia* that the all Documents 
of 'Transfer-of-Power 1942-47 would not be realeRsed 
before 1999, i.e. after 5° years from the enactment of 
the Constitutional law of India. In a civilised World, 
for ah Independent country this is unthinkable and 

unheard of. 

I 

c v 

l8B.' Even after the breaking of the Soviet Russia, the 
Government of India did not take any attempt to know about 
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for about balf a century, whereas ail the time all the 
doubts were harboured about, Subbas Chandra Bo3e*s stay 
at the then Soviet Russia* The State arctaleves of the 
then Soviet Russia^ inteligence service, commonly known 
as K.G.B. , which was also very much rich and resourceful 
on International secret information, is now accessible to 
all but the Government of India did not make any attempt 
to investigate or search out information over the whereabouts 
of the leader of India* s freedom struggle, Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose* 

In a question of Rational Importance, the State 
can not Ignore her responsibility by deliberately turning 
her face back to the mines of information. 

j 

r . • 

;19* lour petitioner will crave reference to the 

supplementary affidavit affirmed on 30 * 6*93 and the 
annexures thereto as part hereof* lour petitioner also 
crave reference to the abovemen tioned book of Samar Guha, 
which contains an elaborate discussion on the proceedings 
before the Kbosla Commission and it*s report and findings, 
demonstrating in precise and unabiguous terms the errors;) 
and perversity not only inherent, but also apparent in the 
face of the said report. The Govt, of India is well aware 
of the contents of the book and a copy thereof must be 

available In the respective Ministries, which had to deal 

* 

with the same not only at the time of the release of the 

said bp.ok by the President, Mr. Neelam Sanj iba Reddy but 

also in connexion with the Parliamentary debate of 1977-7*3 

£ 

referred to hereinbefore. 
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20* lour petitioner states that the moat eminent two 

Historians of India, namely Ramesh Chandra Mazumdar and 
Amaleah Tripatl are of the opinion that the subsequent 
phase of Hetaji's life i.e* after 18 August, 19^5 is 
mysterious, covered under a veil. Hone of then accepted 
that Hetajl died in that alleged plane-crash. Each of them 
supported their doubt and belief by reasons and logical 
deductions. Tour petitioner craves leave to refer and rely 
the said opinions of those, historians at the time of hearing. 

* 

21. Mr. Dhaniklal Mondal, the t hen Minister for State 

I i 

for the Ministry of Horae Affairs, made a statement in the 

IU'" V Alpvul 

Parliament on 197^ with regard to the peiported 

and abortive attempts in bringing alleged asheses of 

c 

Netaji from Renkoji Tfemple, Japan to India, that since the 
Govt, of India was not in possession of any definite 
information about the death of Hetajl* on the contrari 
there wre reasons and records to disbelief the alleged story 
of plane-crash and as the earlier Inquiry Commissions proved 
indecisive - it could not be possible on the part of India 
to bring those so called asheses to India as Hetnji's* 

22. lour petitioner states that the Govt, of India, 

1 M 

headed by the Congress never showed any honour to this 
struggle for India's freedom or respect to Him. The 
I.H.A* personnels were recognised as "Freedom Fighter" 
after 2? years since Independence. The, Ministry of Defence 

7 

issued a confidential circular in early still in force, 

prohibiting strictly the display/ depiction/ demons tration 
I of the photographs of Hetaji. 

Tour petitioner crave leave to produce a substantia 
list of "Hetajl - apathy" at the time of hearing,, which it 
was squarely manifested that as if it was "State-Crime" 








to respect Hetaji and/or to honour hi3 struggle and 
achievement. In that perspective it would be concluded 
well that the Impugned "Bhnrat Rntna" was conferred upon 
Hira with an 'intention* and the description "posthumous" 
attached to that "Bharat Ratna" was 'purposive' ■ 

23. Under the persistent effort of a good number of 

M.P.s, irrespective of political parties and as many as 
350 M.P.s signing the Memorandum d email ding a fresh and 
proper Public inquiry into the causes of disappearance 
of lletaji, the Govt, of India by a Gasotte Notification 
dated 11.6.1970 appoint Justice G.D. Khosla the One-Man- 
Commission to "inquire into all the facts and circumstances 
relating to the disappearance of Hetaji Suhhas Chandra 
Bose in 1945 and the subsequent developments concerned 
therewith". Ihe Commission examined 224 persons including 
18 Japanees, prepared a report of 5,500 pages but after 
4 years on 30.6.1974 submitted the Report of 123 pages. 

2pA. Jistice Khosla travelled far beyond the terms of 

reference severally which proved the puiposive absence of 
the integrity and rectitude on the part of the Cot/mlo3ion. 

Vi 

As many as 27 tines, hi the 3aid Report, Justice Khosla 
called Hetaji 'Quisling' , 'Puppet' , 'Pawn' of Japan. 
However, Khosla had to tendc r unconditional appology before 
the priviledge Committee Parliament for this reason. 

23B. Justice Khosla published a book before submitting 

his report, namely ’Xbo last days of Hetaji* where he 
pleaded that Hetaji died in air-crash moved before the 
C.J.II., Bamtabal Court, Calcutta , Mr. Dwljendra Hath Bose 
challtnginSi inter alia, the act of Khosla publication of 
the book -na defeoati'.j of Nation. The natter was agreed 
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uncomiitlcn apology before Uio Court for printing and 
publishing the Book. The Ld. Court Impooaed an order of 
ban on that book. The fact conclusively proves that Justice 
Khosla tiade up his mind before placing the report. 

23 C. The members of Parliament specifically brought 

the allegations against Khosla when the said Motion was 

after appointing as the Commissioner 
debated in the Parliament thnL,/he visited Prime Minister's 

house several tines, particularly after getting oack for 

Formosa, Taihuku which is unbecoming of a Judge and the 

person of On e-nan -Commission. Khosla also gave lifts to 

the then Prime Minister, as alleged, your petitioner states 

that such act and mental disposition of Justice Khosla 

proves the extranneous influence on the Report of findings 

of the said Commission. 

23D. Justice Khosla considered 3 ome evidences after 
concluding the Commission but the law does not permit to 
do so. There were also other facts which concluded that the 
carriage of proceedings of the Khosla Commission ’'ere not 
done in accordance with law* 

23S* Th 0 report and findings of Khosla Commission are 

based on non -consideration of relevant facts anu materials 
on ree oiti containing interaiia, British In ce Hi* me a Report, 
Intelligence Report of the Govt, of India (..aveil Govt.) 
and Intelligence Reports ana inquiry Reports made by 
Governments of other countries; most pertinent evidences of 
highly important persons like Dr. B. llanshondra ."no, 
complete evidences of Mr. U.C. Chakraborty, Captain MI-3, 
advertence to irrelavant facts and materials anu vitiated 
by cxtranicus considerations and influence, bias and 
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prejudice, If not malice against Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, t 
The said report aid findings are not based on any objective 

' *3 

at present of the evidence on record and no reasonable person 
acting honestly and bonafide and with proper applicatiai 
of mind and with a sense of responsibility could have arrived 
at such perported conclusion which Justice Khosla did in his 
report, solely with a view ( to denigrate Hetajl and to please 
some persons or Kothari of persons. 

23 F. lour petitioner states that the perported 

acceptance of the Xhosla Commission ’ s Report by the Govt, of 

India as perported to be notified in thei Memoranda dated 

■ c- 

2nd September, 197 1 *, Xerox copy thereof have been supplied 
to your petitioner by the Ministry of Home Affairs under the 
order of tbs Hon'ble Court are invalid, stale and non-est 
after the subsequent Parliament ary debate on the subject and 
the then Prime Minister’s statement dated 28th August, 1978 
on the f loor o f the Parliament. 

Assuming, though not admitting, that such perported 
acceptance still holds the ground, tho same is not based on 
any objective consideration of the 3aid report with any or 
any proper application of mind and such acceptance is whole ly 
erroneous and perverse also for the reason for which'*' the 
said report and findings have been impugned herein before. 

i 

23G. It appeal's that the motion of Professor Samar Guha 

objecting to the report of the Khosla Commission was disposed 
of during the Emergency in the absence of mover then 
imprisoned at the wake of Emergency. 

1 

The matter Was reopened by Professor Samar Guha 
In the new Parliament constituted in the year 1977 by 
moving a freah motion in the Lok Sabha for a discussion of 
- - . m^l.sslon r>nd in course of the debate 
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following the said motion the then Prime Minister, Shri 
Morarjl Desai mat 
the Lok. S a bha : - 


Morarjl Desai made the following statement in the Floorlo f 

« t a _ ~ _ * 


"The Prime Minister (Shri Morarjl Desai)} 

Mr. Chairman, Sir, X may differ sometimes from my Hon*ble 
friend, Mr. Samar Quha, but I can never doubt, er?en in my 
sleep, his sincerity. I have great admiration for the 
dedication with which he is pursuing thi 3 cause and yet we 
have to be realistic in this matter. 

There have been two inquiries into the report 
of the death of Hetaji Suuhas Chandra i Bose in the air 
crash on l8tb August, 194? at Taiboku air field during 
hi3 air-journey to Manchuria, one by a Committee presided 
over by M*J. General Shah Haw ax Khan and the second by a 
one man Committee of Inquiry headed by Shri G.D. Khosla, a x*i: 

retired judge of the Punjab High Court. The majority report 

1 

of the first Committee and Shri Khosla held the report of 

/ # 

the death as true. Since then, reasonable doubts have been 
Cast on the correctness of the conclusions reached in the 
two reports and various Important contradictions in the 
testimony of witnesses have been noticed. Some further 

V( 

contemporary official documentary records have also become 
available. In the light of those doubts and contradictions 
and these records, Government find it difficult to aceppt 
that the earlier conclusions are decisive. At the same 
time. Government feels that no useful purpose would be 

served by having any further inquiry. I hope that in 

# 

the light of this statement, my Hon»ble friend will withdraw 
his motion". c 


* * • 
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23H* Yoyr petitioner states that the respondents in 

V 

their af f idavit-in-oppositlon to Lhs writ petition t the ' 

Supplementary Affidavit in support thereof and the inter- 
locutory application have not disputed such a statement 
having been made by the then Prime Minister on the floor 
of the House , except that according to the deponent of the 
said affidavit, the above statement was made in the LoK 
Sabha on 28th August, 1978 jJ/ 

% 

i 

23I« four petitioner status that despite the above 

rejection of tho report and findings of the Khosla Cotunission 
by the Prime Minister of India in the floor of Parliament 
in the year 1978, the Government of India has purported to 

place reliance not only on the said, report and findings of 

* 

the Khosla Commission but also the report and findings 
of the Ghah Hawaa Conaaittee constituted in the year 19?6. 

Eo material containing any decision by the Government of 
India upholding their earlier acceptance of the reports 
and findings of the Metal i Inquiry Committee 1956 and the 
Eetaji Inquiry Commission 1970 notwithstanding the above 
statement of the Prime Minister on the floor of the 
Parliament in the year 1978 'or in support of the contention 
of the Under Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry 
of Hdme Affairs that the above statement of the Prime Minister 

of India does not amount to outright rejection of the said 

1 " 

reports and findings. 

t 

^ c , 

23J. Your petitioner states that in view of the above 

statement by the Prime Minister of India in the floor of 
tho Parliament in the year 1978 in the debate following the 
motion of Professor Samar Guha reopening the consideration 
of the report and f Indings of the Khosla Commission the 
said report and findings stand rejected by the Parliament 



nnd the earlier acceptance of the said report and findings 
of the Kho3la Commission by the Government of India stands 
nullified, 

* 

23K. Xour petitioner states that ini the premises the 

Government o f India or its subordinate authorities and 
functionaries can not rely on the reports and f indlngs 
of the two earlier inquiries in purporting to contend that 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in the alleged air-crash 
in the Taihoku air-field on 18th August, 19^?, nor can they 

a % 

Justify the purported tt Bbnrat Ratna 1 * on Netaji in the year 
1992 being described as posthumous, particularly when 
ithere arc no materials to show or establish that Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bosed died on any subsequent date prior to 
the conferment of the said purported Award, The foundation 
of the purported reasoning given in the Affidavit-in- 

(£ove,tVv_rn Or\t 

Opposition filed on behalf of the of India about 

Hetaji*3 death in pretended justification of the said award 
being described as posthumous having already been demolished 
after a full-fledged debate in the floor of the Parliament 
by the above statement of the Prime Minister of India in 

the year 1978, It is not open to the Government of India 

i 

to describe the said *Bh t -rat Ratna* as posthumous, n$r to 
justify such a description by pretended reliance on the 
report and findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee 1956 
or the Hetejl Inquiry Commission 1970* ■ ■ 

7 

23 L. lour petitioner states that pursuant to the 

direction of this Hon*ble Court the respondent Ro. 1 3upplie< 

i* 

to your petitioner copies of nemorondum dated the 2nd 
September, 197k and the office Memorandum dated the 


2nd September, 1974 of the Ministry of Hone Affaire, 
Government of India showing that copie3 of the following 
documents that forwarded to the Lok Sabha and Bajya Sabha 
Secretariat respectively for being laid down on the table 
of the said two houses of the Parliament J- 





1) Copies in English and Hindi including one 
authenticated copy of each of the report of the 
one man Commission to inquire into the disappearance 

of Hetaji Subhas Chandra Bo3e# 

r 

ii) Copies of' the Memorandum of the action taken 
dm the report (in Hindi and in English) in 
accordance with the provision of Section 3(4) of the 
Commissions of Inquiry Act# Copies of the above 
documents supplied by the said respondent are 
annexed hereto and marked collectively with the letter "B tt . 

It appeajs from the above documents that the 
Government of India decided to accept the findings of the 

i 

Ho ta^i Inquiry Commission 1970 to the effect that Metaji 
died in an air-crash on the 10th August, 1945 at Taihoku 
uir-ficld in Taiwan and tho said report was placed before 
the House as required under Sub-dec ti on (4) of Section 3 
of the Commission of Inequiry Act, 1952. 

24# Tour petitioner states that tho Netaji Inquiry 

.Committee 1956 was an acUioc body constituted by the Government 

of India and it did. not have the legal character of a 

- 

Commission set up anchor the Commission of Inquiry Act# 

A * 1 

No materials have been disclosed about the acceptance by 
the Government of India of the report and findings of the 
3 aid Committee' or about any proceeding of Parliament in 
connection thereof* On the other hand, the appointment by 
the Government of India of the Netaji Inquiry Commission 


ryn I 

1970 under the provisions ol the Commission of Inquiry q 0 
Act to go Into the self-3ame question with a wider terms ' 
of reference itself washed away the reports and findings 
of Shah Nawaz Committee and the purported acceptance thereof, 
if any, by the Government of India. The pretended reliance 
on the report and findings of the said Committee by the 
Government of India for the purpose of justifying the 
description of the said 'Bharat Ratna 1 purported to be 
conferred on Netaji Suchas Chandra Bose in the 1992 of 
posthumous is, therefore, of no avail* 

2 5 * lour petitioner states that in 'view of the function- 

ing of tho High level investigative inquiry Committee, as 
ordered by tho Government of India in *80si the Report and 
findings of Khosla Commission become a non-est and/or 
null and void. lour petitioner craves leave to refer and 
rely the correspondences on the part of Govt, of India in 
this regard. 

* , i 

26. In the premises the report and findings of Khosla 

Commission and it's perported acceptance by the Govt, of Indl 
if any, should therefore be quashed and set aside in the 
ends of justice and also in the paramount Nation's interest. 
The Award of the 'Bharat Ratna* on Netaji 3ubhas Chandra 
Bose, perported to be made posthumous by the Press Conuniniqut 
dated should also been declared as illegal, uncons titutional 

* 1 

and ultra vires, not only because it can not be describe 
as posthumous but also because conferring of such 
Titlo/Avard/flonour on, him is tantamount to an attempt to 
daininish this elevated status for reasons stated in the 
presiding paragraphs. I 

The copy of the said Press Comminique is annexed 
hereto and anarked with the letter tt C" • 


I 

On 22nd September, 1993 thin Hon* bio court was 
pleased to grant leave to your petitioner to make necessary 
amendments to tbe writ petition. Leaves wan also given to 
the supporting respondents to filed supplementary affidavits 
This amended writ petition. has been prepared and affirmed 
accordingly* 


On SHnd September, 1993 this Hon'bte Court was pleased * 

to grant le^v© to your petitioner to make necessary amendments v 

* 

to the writ petition* heaves wan also given to the supporting 
respondents to filed supplementary affidavits. This amended 
writ petition has been prepared and affirmed accordingly. 

I 

27* That no application Is pending before this SI Hon'ble 

Court or any other Court for the same self cause of action. 

28 . Being aggrieved by ond dissatisfied with the mechanical 

decision and total non-application of mind and/or purposive 

* 

malicious Intentions on the part of Government of India with 
regard to conferring the'Bhar a t n a tna 1 to Subhas Chandra Bos© 
and that too posthumously without having any official declaration 
of the death of Subhas Chandra Bo3e, your petitioner begs to 
move this application under the Constitutional writ jurisdiction 

without prejudice to each other amongst the other following * - 

■ 

, * 

' 

aJuuLiU>_& 

I 

I. For that the Government of India has never v deolslvely 
admitted and declared that Subhas Chandra Bos© Is dead 
and without having such offlaial declaration and/or 
admission, th© Government of India cannot Honour hlra 
with a discriptlon posthumously* 

& , 

s ■ V/' 

II, For that the machanlcal approach and non-appllcatlon 
of mind on th© port of th© Government of India, have 
prejudiced the profound feelings and admiration of the 
people throughout the country for Subhas Chandra Bos© 
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and Government of India should wlthdrev/r ecnil the 
•Bharat Rqtna* conferred upon Him «sa mark of true- 
honour to Him* 


Mi- 

f ' 

l- 


III* 


For that In the national Interest the Government or India 
should withdraw, cancel!, revoke and rescind the Impugned 
•Bharat Ratna* conferred upon Him posthumously by setting 

astdrVquaghlng the impugned press communique, being 

\ 

anneocure ”0” to the writ petition* i 


IV, 


V* 


VI, 


4 


VII. 


Far that the Government of India should not have ranked 
Him with others recipients of the •Bharat Patna* should 
not have limited Him by awarding Him the 'Bharat Ratna*, 
may it be regarded as the highest civilian Honour* 

For that the Government of India should not have swarded 
Him the 'Bharat Ratna*, as his achievements were much 

more glorious and magnlflolent than any svard/honour/tltle* 

1 

?ar that A statutory and functional recognition by way 

i 

of conferring HIM an award / title/honour has vertualiy 

I 

dishonoured Him and as such the Government of India should 
re- consider the matter do- novo and till such afresh 
decision the *Bharat Ratna* should not be handed over to 
anybody or any institution on Hl g Behalf. 

t p 

For that His contribution and aecrlflce, success and 
a chi ev omenta, struggle and patriotism could not be 
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matched with or ranked by any a war d/honour , title 
may It be the highest civlllon honour the *Bharat 

■ t ■ 

Ratna *• ' 1 

For that before conferring Him the award the 
Government of India ought to have consider these 

■ p ' * i 

aspects whether the award itself would reward or 
ridicule? Him | would honour or dishonour and 
defame, Him, would aprlslate or depri slate Him 
since every award has it's oongenlal limitations 

■* 

and as such award Is not meant for every body* 

For that whom the President of India, Mr* V. V. Girl 
addressed 'The first President of Free India* ( 
Sarbnpnili Badha Kfshnan described as "The Superaan"f 

Hsblndranath offered his tribute as "Deghmyak" In 1939$ 

/ 

Gandhi honoured with unamlguous term"Xh© Patriot of 
patriots, the Prince of Patriots" - conferring Him 
the 'Bharat Eatna* la an psychological absurdity or 
dead-proof of 'purposiveness 1 * * u 

>y„' 

For that the Bharat H a tna* is considered the highest 
civilian honour given from the office of President and 
Subhae Chandra Bose was the main architect of the 
Freedom of India and as such, such an erroneous and 
unconstitutional functioning on the part of the 
Government of India cannot be appreciated* 




L- 
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XI. 




ill. 


XIII. 


For that the well maneuvered long drawn praotloe of 
' "Netaji •apathy” along on th® part of the Government of 
India run by Congress proves squarely that not to honour 

■ f . i * ' * 

His sUQQeas and sacrifice, nor to Jregard Him the Impugned 

•Bharat Ratna’.was oonf erred upon Him but that was done 

■ " / 

for some other purposes* 


A 


For that the Government cannot take the plea that fee 
is dead In the. eye of lav as he la unheard of more then 

7 years from the date of his alleged report , of death) 

. \ - 

T “ * - + 1 « 

1 • e« from 18th August) 1945, slncethe Government of India 

did not adult even In 1978 that Subha s Chandra Bose Is 

' ■ • ■ " ■ ‘ " ( 

dead and attosequently ordered for another Investigative 

inquiry* * 

' i 

For that without having any endeavour to get the true 

i 

and real facts about the disappearance of Sub has Chandra 
Bose after the changed International political circum- 
stances which has become conducive to reveal the facts) 

the Government of India should not declare him. dead by 

■ . I ; 

awarding him Just ^posthumously. 


XIV. Far that the Impugned earlier acceptance^ of Kbogia 
Commission^ Bsport and findings was subsequently 
anuled by the Government of Indio on 28 August 1978* 
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rS&'b 


! 
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XVI. 


XVII, 


m 

XVIII. 


For that aparat from the statements of the then Prime 
Minister made on the floor of the Parliament on SlUfcx 
SB August 1078) anuiLlng the earlier acceptance of Khosia ■ 
Commission, the statements of the President of India In 
two occaostons, statement of the speaker of the Parliament, 
the statement of the Minister of State for the Ministry 
of Home Affairs made on the Parliament, the realising of 
the book *Hetaji - Dead or Alive 7* by the President of 
India in tho Parliament Annexee In a State funotlon proved 
beyond all doubts that the Government of India never 
accepted the reports and findings of Khosia Commission*. 

♦ * i 

Fcr that had the report and findings of Khosia Commission 
been accepted as decisive, the Government of India would 
have brought the so called mortal remains of Netaji from 
Rankojl lemple, Japan. 

Fof that the reports and findings of Shah Hawaa Committee, 
1956 became an absolute non-est as soon as the khosia 
Commission was appointed, and that apart the respondent 
authorities can not act and rely upon the report of a 
Committee which was not appointed by Commissions of 
Inquiry Act. 

t 

! 

For that the repot 5 and findings of Khosia Commission 
was violated by deliberated non-consideration of, 
inter alia, the fallon documents records namely ; 
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>£r^ 

1 

f 

a) War records or the U,K* Government relating to 
Subhns Chandra Bose ard I*N*A* 

b) w ar records of the U*3« A, 

c) w ar records of the U.S.S.R. 

d) W$r records of the Japan 

e) War records of Germany (both East BOt j West) 

from 1941 to 1943 • 

f) War records of China 

f 

g) Prime Ministers Secretariat file during the 
period of Nehru* 

h) History of I*N.A* by late Dr* Pratul Chandra Gupta 

t) Nehru's letter to Nr. Attire during 1946 to 1947 

relating to Sub Sins Chandra Bose* 

c 

j) Cosamunl cation between I*ouis Fisher to Gandhi, 

Khur shed Naoroji, President of the U.s*A., P*M* 
of the U*5. and other top political leaders^ of 
the U*K* respectively, relating to Netaji* 

k) "Top Secret" documents relating to Netaji trying 
jjtxthnxp in the possession of the then U*S»S«R» National 

Archives* 

f* 
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For that the Report and findings of Khos-La Commission wag - 

■ t* . * . . ■ 1 ■ ■ - ' * « 

perversa and a nullity In itself since It did not aonslderei 

v. * r ■ - 

the relivenfc facts arri evidences! It considered Irrelevant 
facts and evidences. It debt pxx*x{f%*t£ partially with the 

i. - * * * > 

rcllvent facts and evidences and partially with the 
lrrallvent facts and evidences* 

For thst a man of oomnon sonce and average sense of 
reasoning vlth a minimum Judicial aptitude would not 
have arrived at the findings and conclusions at which 

A ■ ' 

Justice Khosia arrived, that were also squerely evident 

* * 

from the Parliamentary debate on the Motion of Prof Samar 
Guha, Ex* M*P* on Reports and finding of Khogla Commission 
remark^ ty unanimous voice of the Members, opposed by none 

For that Inter rila the existence of malicious Intentions 
of Justice Khosta, the prejudged disposition, travelling 
beyond the terms of reference, holding the comml anion with 
a made-ftp-mind deliberate non-consideration of psrtX»K»nt 
pertinent and material evidences, and the conduct and 
f, 'mnko belief approach 1 not fair and justt^on the port 
of a commission - substantially and conclusively proved 
beyond any lota of doubr the Invalidity, Illegality and 
mala fide of the Reports and findings of the Khoaia 
Commit slonxit* 3 ' 

-# 

For th*t by conferring the *Bhnrat Ratna' posthumously 
upon Subhna Shandra Boso Is otherwise Illegal official 
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declaration of dsath of Sub has Chandra Bo so whereas the 

Impugned earlier acceptance of the Reports and findings '"Vi 

■. '■ i ; | 

of Xhosla Commission was anuled by the Government of India 

,ln 1978 which is not at all permissible under the law. i 


For that the Government of India took the camouflage of 
awarding Subhas Chandra Eo ae posthumously to put an end to 
the Inquiry(s) which has already started functioning and 
yet to be concluded satisfactorily ton unvall the truth 
relating to the allohed report of disappearance of Sufchas 
Chandra Bose. 


For that conferring the ‘Bharat Katna 1 , posthumously to * , 

4 ; 

Subha s Chandra Bose is an unprecedented ’case of conviction 
without trial* and a3 such the ’Bharat Hatna* should bo * 
withhold unless and until ills death la conclusively proved 

j 

and officially dealared* 

r 

For that the Government oT India has not admitted the 
de^th of Sdbhas Chandra Bos© after the reports olV-Obah - ) 
Rawaz Committee and Khosia Commission and the Government 
of India headed by Chandrasekhar orders for another 

investigative- Inquiry commission to be concluded on the 

* / ^ 

unsolved mystery of , the disappearance of Subha s Chandra Bose j 

and without having t ::o conclusive report of the said high 

* * ' 
level ■* enquiry commission thus ordered^ the Government of 

India cannot now declare a person ’dead* by awarding him 

posthamously* 
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XXVI. 

Far that citizen of India have the freedom of information 

and the Government of India cannot afford to neglect 

the responsibilities and Liabilities of furnishing the 

informatlon f specially which Is Involved in the National 

- 

Importance. 

XXVII. 

For that the right to know la a fundamental righ and 

infringement of that right by ^tate-mrehaniam 1 is 

violative of Constitution and further to that right to 
know Is oonooialtent to the National enblame carrying a 
constitutional prtmlse'Shyateneba Jaystel 

XXVIII. 

For that the Government of India cannot sit idle 

, f 

in cot investigating the 'unsolved mystery* relating 

t 

M 

to. the death of Subhas Chandra Bose whereas Ha was the 

main architect of the Freedom of India. 

XX IX. 

_ 

For that this application is made in the National 

Interest and keeping pace with the National feelings 

and sentimento which all Indians still retain about 

Subhas Chandra Cose. ^ 

XXX, 

t 

For that before declaring him officially dend in the 

M 

catneufiago of awarding hin posthumously, the Government 

of India should strive to find out In cv^ry quarter of the 

% 

World whether Fubhas Chandra Bose is dead or not, if dead- 

when ha died, now ho died, where he died a:id what happened 

to the dead body, failing which would amounts to a National 

Crime* 
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XXXI. 




XXXII. 


XXXIII. 

> 

s 

y XXXIV. 

' ■’“w . 


- - y ' <y^ ry(£fc> 

■ 1 ■ 1 1 

For ths t the Government of Indio cannot declare a person \ 

■ i \ 

dead without being satisfied substantially, evidentially < 

i ‘ * | 

and documentarily about the death and cannot declare a \ 

person dead by way of awarding him posthumously and as such, j 
the impugned posthumous 'Bfiarofc Ratra' should be withheld I 
until and unless, the death is officially declared by the 
Oov eminent of India*' 

* : t m * \ 

For that the Government of India owe an explano tlon and 

} 

obligation to Her people, being a Republic! Country, to 
sptak out the truth on the basis of record and evidence 

i i ^ 

and the same can not be circumvented by making a 

f I 

posthumous description* 

1 

For that it i© reasonably believed that Eubhas Chandra 

Bose left for the then Soviet Union under the canuoflage of 

the report of the piano crash and spent the rest of his ; 

- . i 

life over fch°re, may tfe against his pleasure and the 

Government of India conferred him the 'Bharat Rntna* 

4* 

posthumously on January 23, 1992 without having any inquiry 
officially in the political State Int»*ligonco Archives of 

the then Soviet Union which is now easy accessible to all 

\ 

after the breaking of Soviet Union in December 25, 1991* 

L 

For that before aliegely declaring Him dead the Government 

* 

of India Mh should order for a commission to be constituted 

h 

*. ‘ /** 

by a highly technically efficient men for fishing out with 
alt sincerity the information from all possible corner s of 
the Globe which is also very available now in the changed 
International Political situation* 


Contd...40 




JtXXV. 


For that sin oo the *Bharat Ratno* has been one© conferred 
to Him posthumously, the Government of Indin can not 
a££ or <3 to shrink In discharging 16* s responsibilities and . 
can not evade lt*3 obligations to find out and establish 

the truth beyond doubts about the said 'mystery* even 

■ > 

if, the *Bharat Ratna* is subsequently withdrawn or 
revoked as a mark of true respect » to Rub has Chandra Bose. 


20 


¥our petitioner submits thet since the pwpl^ of India 
have not admitted and accepted the conferring of Bun rat Ratns to 
— Subhas Chandra Boa© as a mark of Honour and Recognition to Him, and 
as such through out the country, irrespective of political faith 
and belief, the people have critisiod thin decision and declaration 
of Government of India and demanded withdrawal and/or cancellation 
of the 'Bharat Hatna* conferred to Him. Hie question of conferring 
the 'Bhirat Ratna' to Bubhas Chandra Bc e o was raised in the floor 
of West Bengal legislative Aosembiy and the entire As^eAly, without 

i 

any reservation, oonveyed the request to the Brest dent of India, who 
was then in Calcutta, to cancel the ’Bharat Ratna'. A citizen's 
convention was held on 22nd february, 1922, at Calcutta 'Bniver si fey 
contenary Hall to demand imaediate withdrawl of th© said posthumous 
*Bharat Ratna 1 * ^either from Hla family nor anybody from Government 
of West u engal went to receive the 'Bharat Patna' on Hl fl behalf on 
23th March, 1332 at R Rastrspati B'ca van, on th© accession of Bharat 

Ratm award giving cariniony or thereafter* Ihe Authority has decided 

% . , V 

to handover the f Bharat<Hatna' to His family on his behalf on the 
second occaaelon, held on 6th April, 1932, at R Rastrapati Bhftvsn 
finding no other alternative to suoh situation* But none acoepted 


i\ 

! 


I 
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the 'Bharat Raima 1 cm Hlc behalf- The Authority oonorrned must 
re-consl^or the decision of conferring Him; the 'Bharat Ro tna * 
and to withdraw the saz.e an a special Case* 


30 • four petitioner fur then: submits that the fundamental 

responsibility of, Government of India to make a full and 
faithful! disclosure of all the f-’cts and records* The wrod 
secret, specially In political nrlna. Is a relntlvfc factor. 
Hotalng could Is seer ©£ for Inflnl t [1 time span. The Secret Flies/ 

i 

Documents of Ccvcrn^csut cf India of 3.350 Is no more of that 
secrecy as on to-day. With, th® passing of tine the necessity 
of secrecy is forftted in itself. If any thing is kept secret 
perpitually, then it becomes conducive that the matter is mad© 
secret purposivcly. Award or no award, even the search of a 
missing citizen must come to an end at some state of conclu* 

slvenesa* There Is no doubt that it would be much honour If Els 

* 

countrymen could know the -truth and fact about His^mlsterlous 
disappearance and suspected detention in some foreign aountry 
against Eis will, than to treat the 'Bharat Patna 1 is posthumous 
either by presumption or by suppression of facts* It Is not known 
whether there exists an actual mystery of a mystery has been 

Vi 

created to hold back, the truth from the Indian people* The 
openlon sustains in public mind in this respect thnt the most 
evasive and mysterious stands had been resorted by the Govefmnent 

of India, at least till 1991. It is of no use making any enquiry 

$ 

In a mysterious way to solve a nystery. This 1? oot an inexplica- 
ble mystery, but the Government of India nlone hnd b»-en striving 

I 

to make it in exp 11 cable. 


I 


o 
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<A) 

31# Although quits in the day the quest for the truth 

has arisen onae again in the context of the announcement 

i 

about the Impugned posthumous # Bhnrat ^atna* and let us 
only hope tha; the quest itself does not turn out to be 
posthumous or abortive# People have to be ft told in precise 
terms and with fullest details if the expression “posthumously" 
has any legitimate foundation# , 

w A \ , . 

\ * 

32# four petitioner states that there are provisions 

* M - 

under the procedure to vjithdraw, cancwli, revoke and 
rescind the *Ebarat Eatne* once conferred upon somebody# 


33# four petitioner states that the Country must the 

Truth, "country must know what happened, to liecajl' 1 # The 
Goverameat can not evade it’s responsibility obligation 
in ,just conferring £. a functional "State - Honour", It Is 
not the question of ’Bharat flatna' or f No Bharat natna 1 - 
posthumous or no t-posthumousi - it is the question of 

fi Truth and Truth alone • The Government of India, ’■An 

1 

it* a National crib la me proa l a eg - "At tee service of the 
Xr u th" C 3 byu to u eba J a y a t e ) * 

n * *. 

For the same of Truth, the Government should and 
must undertake nil endeavours with all honesty and sincerity to 
find out the fact and to public It to the countrymen. 
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; • ; ■ • / 

34* No demand or Justice ha« been served upon' 

& * \ r 

the respondent, since that would be mere ornamental In 

'■ 4 * ■ - * 

maintaining tin* procedure* 

' I':-'-. 


M 


35* Your petitioner states that for the sitko of 

Truth and for the ends of Justice, a multi-body high 
level Investigative Inquiry committee be constituted 
to unearth the truth and facts beyond all doubts relating 

to the unsolved mystery of the disappearance of Nctaji* 

c 


3G* Your* petitioner submits that no other speedy 

i 

and effective forum Is available to him and there will 
be a total redressal of the nations* vide pub II a grivanees_ 
and complete justice to a National question* 


A 

. 1 
i 

* 

t 


37* TMe petition lo roado cviinflde and for the ends 

Vj 

Justice* 


^3* • On 22nd September 1303 tills hon'bie Court was 
pleased to grant leave to your petitioner to make necessary 
amendments to the writ petition, heave wa 3 also nlven to 
tho supporting r eop-ndonts to filed supplementary ax-*- ^davits* 
This amended writ petition ha 3 been prepared and affirmed 

accordingly* , 
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| Undar the fncts and eir corns tana 03 1 your 

! .V? t * * 

U; „ 4 

Petitioner moat respecfcf uli. y prays thi t 
^ four iorfisliips bo graciously pleased to 
Issue ; 

* # 

% 

a) A writ or In the nature of mandamus 

i 

to tissue commanding tbo Respondents Nos* X an 
2 arid their servants* subordinates and agents 
to * - 

) 

i) act and proceed according to l a w f 

il) recall, rescind, cancell* and revoke the 

*Bhnrat Hatna* purported to be conferred on 

Uetaji Subha s Chandra Bog© posthumously by 

the press communion to da tod 

(being Aimexuro A to the writ petition) \ 

* 

ill) ' notify such recalling, recooatlon 

I 

(cancellation and withdrawal), yto the general 

i 

public In proper manner j v 

tv) forbear from handing over to any person 
or person^, institution or institutions any 
document or insignia or symbol containing 

* 

' * t the impugned *bharat Katna* or any communi- 
cation bearing ref erenca thereto for acceptor 
co or preservation or display or for any 

i 

other purpose ; 
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v) forbear from describing Motaji Ciubhas 
Ch3 n dr a bos'; As a r r, ceiplcnt of the impugned 
r Dharat Rafcna 1 In any books or, pub II cations 
of the Government of India either for official 
use for any dlEse&Xmtlon of information 
to the people of India or abroad i 

A wzifc or in the nature of mandamus do Issue 
eouitnanding the rerpcndente Gbs. 1 and 2 and 
their servants, subordinates and agentr to 
to recall, rescind, cancel and revoke their 
purported acceptance of the Beta,}! Inquiry 
Coinrai salon 1970 and any decision or order 
relating thereto including those purported 
to be contained and/or conveyed in the m 
Hi«narana dated tine 2nd September, 1974 
(being Annexure B to the writ petition) t 

A writ or in the nature of nandnnug do issue 
couiEmnding the respondent noe* 1 and 2 ond 
their servnnta", subordinates nod agents to. 
declare full particulars of the whereabouts 
of Hotoji SUbhn s Chandra Boc? from 13th August 
194J5 till date on the basis of records and 
inform t ion at their disposal de horse reports 
and findings, of fcheWrtaJi Inquiry Coot It tea 
19GG and tjh« Inquiry Commission 1970 

nnd if no such information is availably to 
institute a proper investigation into such 
whereabouts with a view to locating Mia, if 


alive, and bringing iiixa to India with due 

honour and dignity and If he Is found to have 

# 

died, to furnish full particulars of his stay 

feoa lBth August, 1945 onwards nnd Hlg gUbge* 

r . /» + 

quont death nnd the place and manner of 

'* . - < 

disposal of his aortal remains. 

1 * 

*j * H ■ 

*;■ < } . * * \ ^ » 

d) A writ tv In the nature of Mandamus 
calling Upon the respondents authorities to 
form and constitute n 'high-level * Investi- 
gative Inquiry Co/tral t •. ae " to unearth the 
truth and faots beyond atL doubts related 
with the unsolved mystery of the disappearance 
of SUbhas Chandra Ease* 

e) A writ or in the nature of certiorari do 

\ 

Issue calling upon the respondents to certify 
and transmit the complete records of th** case 
containing the proceedings of the M©tajl 
Inquiry Commission, 1070, Its acceptance by 
the Government of India, the revocation of 
such acceptance, if any, on the basis of the 
statement of the .Prime Minister of India dated 
the 28th Augus:, 1378 In the floor of the 
Parliament, the making of 'Bharat Rntna* to 
Hetaji Subbas Cliandra Bose posthumously so tha 1 
oonscionable Justice may Le rendered by quash- 
ing and/or setting aside the game to such 
extent and In ouch manner as may be deemed 
Just -nd proper”} 
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f) Declaration bo mad© that the report and 

i I 

findings of the Detiji Inquiry Commission 1070 ' 

and Its purported acceptance by the Government ; 

l 

of India are invalid, inoperative, null and ; 
void nnd the matters s triad concluded by the 
statement of the then 35 Prime Kfnlatsr of India 

given in the floor of the Parliament on 2 Bth 

I 

August, 197S t ~hat such purported findings of 
the said Commission as veil as Hetajl Inquiry 
Committee 135G are not decisive for the reasons ! 

i 

giv«?n in the said statement { 1 

g) Any other writ or write, order or orders 
direction or directions as may be considered 
necessary to grant complete protection and 

f k 

reaedy j 

h) Ruto TTlni In terns of prayers (a) to (g) 
above and if the respondents fail to show cause 
or aufflaionfc cause the mmo may be made 

/ Vt 

absolute S 

i) Injunction restraining the respondents Hos. . 

1 

1 and 2 and their servants* subordinates and 
agents from giving any effect or further effect 
to the impugned conflrnont of the Bharat 

1 i - \ 

Rates* on Hataji Sub has Chandra Bose a a 
notified in the Pros* Commlnique dated 22 

J 

January and from acting In furtherance and/or 

♦ * r 

in nii* nance and/or on \q basis of the 
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impugned report and findings of the Netaji 

* * L* 

Inquiry Commission 1970, the impugned 
acceptance thereof by the Government of 
India and/or the Impugned *Bharat Raima 1 
to Hetaji Subha 3 Chandra Bose posthumously 
in any manner whatsoever ? 

j) Ad-interim or dor Itfn In terms of prayers 
above till disposal of this application | 

k) Such other and/or further order /order s, 
direction or directions as mny be deem fit 
and proper# 

i 

And for this Act of kindness, your petitioner, 8s in duty 


bound, shall ever pray# 


h r v i y \ v..J i 



1 1 Bljan Ghosh, non of Sri Denoy Krishna Ghosh, ngod 
about: 37 # by occupation Advocate, practi3ing at Sigh Court, 
Calcutta, rosining at 3-172, B.E. ColLego, Hovrah-3, do hereby 
solemnly affirm and eay as follows 1 - 

1, fhafc I aji the writ petition and I am well acquainted 
with tha facts and circumstances of the case* 

i 

g. Ihat the statements made in paragraphs 1 to 

are true to my knowledge 

and those made in paragraphs 

excepting last paragraph are derived from r ecords and newspapers 
and rest are my humble submissions before this Hon'ble Court* 


JBf- • ' ' ; 

■ 

Prepared In my offlfco* 

Deponent (Advocate) 

Advocate 


^ • 



Solemnly affirmed before me 
this the day of November, 
1993* 
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^psb'a, 

htsthI ’st’i stifa,' ^fHc^crs >ro t'*ww cvribwo i bct jt5*j 
*Ts i rtzn ’oth. T OT^s jiwto ^itro^sjjpt 1 

btot tt’J w 5^, cicra n ewto n lareim 

«nhre^ anr pttts erfmOT i ei»iPtMfl «=jrei faWr$] «OTPirsit«ra 
nm 7it*iKTCTs ^rr^FTwr ^Hfinarra *^> 3^3 t fawOT 

Jim cm facra *&& <**3 scat* i j^rtot 

auftTfecs sm^llws csansrtUra s=m crow jihi fag, aipnOT 
I SN^llfaW ?TCI1 *tfe^{f 'dKffta Crl^ I *:,t>Vu HtOT ^faOT nfaro 
tot, tf’fa'crot csots >rpn wot bra renqW ;%ot cnirw 
ski Fjn Wtq, erc*Fnt?y *ot ns, sotrot jot «?^th,- *rm* 
cot $ot hot I'CTncrera crn srsniw wrt*jm 
J?OT JHR KWlfaOT faCOT Jfn jjr asksiro 

■ ifc* : wr p& rafa fefacs fr^ifacsK nrsRTOT *i^w fa^ra fag 
■*jr W3 hot. hwra afa famOT'u *i3;*tcOT *n^OT t«n *cs 

C5OT I ‘‘it’ 

i Hifacss cthot mi cto **^5 fa*sK Jjsty «tot,'s*?t stt^Tu 

fasOTia jr*3 e*;« fas csut fed nroifOTSOT *faai ttRn i 

■ — -* ■ --, * ■ 

sr-rj-jnhifrs k?icM «p?i7?^'^:?ncw fasm sasra 
both ast4 hot w i ^sjpt tojpto igg nraafcd 

•rtkpr nrctOT k * z , tfsfa Mfl i ta i fl* nw'iifekn wjiot cstfe'l 

, j tv* fecro hot* t ; ' ‘{W^f 1 ; 

1 ■ ' : jc^ w ra, cwda Tibi? jckhk gBP^j ? .^ 3 ijifjy 
prtfs t *totki?sots c^r5 rz^rrsKia jrscn ^cro wcto 
h^i, c ’ swot foKR ttx fapn.a&^es Hrafa, ?ott Picafa 
rrts *v^tji. w fer nVrfS ?cto i ot 

r , I 1 1 * f 
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^ uvewl *^rwi 


«ncnip? a^rf-RT, <&tp 3 ’tfipra • «rra cnt. sww kwh 

arsss i ^| ^fesrsz? seru^m cct^ 5 BrkR, ’*wkj- 

ch'pt pmn^i wwia pt wi ptp? tnork cssn? am srt^V 

*rfara anm i ^ *iTia n^V^i zcxx TTn^rw, faa*i HR . 

carpra «iwnt«i ; itwia arca k ; ptrts 

T^tjc-t "Tfnos: tPtrftr®. esrais fora a rx ri*h t?r£ru 

=TP5 §fo:£TPr3 c fy3'^T*^5 C?K3 I ^Rt ^C3 s^OTH. ksiW 

; rtsc pipth i Pl.spos iv.ioi, f;cv£ c-’r.ni *i57&5w <*k 

sjipn fa t csipra!^ sH^ aKev.^pra i^ua wot 

5Wifara TOiiPpna aan^^TOT-a cszs nrarra i 
j I ? 1 

?TR] m*! STT^!;.^ *93 3 SIPS amTPr*I ^3'fa^ 3 ^j-sj 

^Wi. , <pwua ch ttw cn'a^m «n=F^t*i 

«n*iWiw ak*r3 *?ai ’gnqi, t cwn^ire^py w^ib ^biu 

pi !JP[ BfIIT3 ![5, P& i =v!3 S*Pi SP53 W I ?57tf 

srfa ftpirt c?^P3 n£ ^suwpra «r?7v sjef. c-sj fcrs fc^, 

^ fay^wi'P? *tcht gcs* pi w »* fcpa *;rt 3 nza cmts^ra 
*utf sfPHra §*pto «uc5 «n*R sfea wot$ ; ana to? ,p& 

5T1 *cl-^TC33 '5pn PsP* PI ^MT5 T3P5 nE3. CT 

=i!spi,i ,Uta ^^rcaa, tnura 5nca Kvt ko’ik^? a*! zcs 
spt, ^ ^’nsfa? dt^TPi 6tw fare ai5:3 'jfa, enri -ks 
cstctpp, 5 iiaiwpia ^ i 

tj;i?n*a' wi*PTC!t *»;<« wzw L^’X r X. ak ^-ptsi knew 
mfa j g f w pni n= ppre C5pr “fv3;5: t-w ^n-i 

'ijkfJ 'pir a^-r to 3iw5 i : | s&, r^p?: al?icw? 

stPitj *r*pnt«rs ?oi W’l *n ^ e?^* m 

P?t*T PiR-tii, srrwife 1 ^ p«3o ar&;prt ?icaa ^aa 

t p^Tirra hot wra;<ii. =r?p5s =rmzT 

BKia 'f^Rkra *TiT ccRtb ajkcs i Pt$ 

^5 h'^ists wma awiTi anima ^Hca, 

V$ ?RHT5 aiTS C2TRP? Pi^-HH:^? ‘ f 1R, =1^- 
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^ 7773 5^. tewra nh,^ra won tsts etpir 

t 3:5;^ -n^ns tasirca rkotr cst? csro Rt*n. ettsi- 

ROtOT3 $R3RR 07? CiTCI? SWT I S'tRTl ^i*SF5 <J R*IRvn i^P'5 
Ml* t-i.yw ETPt*!", EfW ‘‘131501 «WR ER3R-ER 5TC;jt |3TVTC *<TT3T 
C37RI? sni'T?! £R sor; !J5;« | [ ■ 

■nanO tannr-?, rtwpfl *:'z r^sto fa®* 1 .to, ws'- 
toircra W5"5 w.e c',s n^i :5*t3te ’T* 'r:b 3'<rm;^tf3 rw' 
SHOTO 2T373 375 57 ^3 ETR^f, 7^3 R^a CGW 5*S R 01013 
Wl fT?TT7R; 373 {JOT,*! I fW RO ^ ®T[fa‘*TJl iR**R*l 

^TS fa'^ otfpRJl S73 I OTW HOTTER ^CKC* 750^? SO, *T3$RT® 

5^50 i *f&7*rt? n«*i 50 ;^ wirtc* o^-^nt't. v\% 

S 5 ^ CoTnTW 5^3 R53 *flfara I 07$ $S?T05 WTRT3 ajfe- 

*&?Z* ERST 933 ETTkst^ RW »R8 0^*T3 ETT^M^n 1 ! 

^SfiWWS $5f73 S^3* tssfast ,B$r? *1375 3*^0*010^ 
El P /f l ^.H I <*^*K2 H^T-o 3 SF3W3 «FCRI' RR^I® afe?®' 

*c?'*5T *$ ^i r RF^R-rm) *rfaa steam amufl tnfan 

\iJ575W t"'JI ^5?., 07$ STsiofa 9 ^'ic’iilfiPf fa’v-i^fli *7 31 toRi <fl 

I 

tern tiror faras 7^ *zi fo, fa?ra fa. «a?i w. rr»3 sr 

i 

faOT S^T 5337517 l 

3T2 SvT3'fa?50T3 S^OK (gen Ration) $7^73 EnRIRofai/M OHO fa 
57?»M TZ? T ? rz TSOI 1 0101 CTJ1 ’tfs ffTWWia TFOIT 37TOH faoi$ 
tfTsfaa. Ef33 EvTR EflRIEI, ifO *9*1 faCWCHTl. a*JO? *3 fafl 
fa*re i r*> r.r^ Riontej? aia'era Rt*n t*i 

TTT 5T^ ; ^i OTRR !5 7R1 071^73 0^! 7J1 tTft’J \ 

T3^3 CR$ '2r.r73 ^2 ^TR. OT$ V^' (a P& ^lOTS tn«T 

■e'”^:5 5J5C5 W 47 ^ W31 C3I KIR T53- 


«r-v, 

^ K-rn sttr !5T3 ot^ eh^ptr H^t*3 ; $)^Wrec j y i *c$ 

EOTCT ETRO*?; T757.RT5 CT £PiH Cf*n 15T3 

ETv$CR 3 EVTTRI KR KR^ OT*TR J F3^r ^ ^ ?E ^ 1 OT3 

E7*o7w<3 Cc-Sf*^c,^ 1 . , 
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TO 1 <S CTSIW"! rT5TCV«3 

1 | 

*tr5t w?ra c?ta 4 c*inr w «cg* net?!. !<?"? ot»cjr tacsW 
'<5T3 ag^ra arasir, cgjgrca^ e??n s^n g ^n co 1 oWncra 

hum^i =?^ i Sf^TPTOV g~v^ amw « 9 *kr*tot 3 «ia fare 
to rei^nc? ; ais^rta ’T5in ar-tes; bra, sia gpro, «ia a»*Fn- 
^h?, few TOI3 5*^ >t;X. a;*!*; i*fc t^Tl, 

gp^feiJ IRC* H5*I *3313 *5^ "ft*. ■S^TTK* ei?!5 *1*1 C^C? 

*IC<53 3^71 *3P3 TO t CTCT2 «sW<£lW ^;3 TO 

stptst esc* a;* to m 3^3 «ra g?3g vrrr.’f 
* 331=1 asg *«i <$ra 1 

S*!C3 *113, JT3 acgi *1G? t*l«1 ^-ser.gs nys* g-sa 5.C3 mca gj 1 
Cg *al JT3f 1 33.~CgTC-M.MI3l W^EreiC30 g:«tl TO gi I -t*B=cg 3 

c**gi*aVi (KC-r B g**t tme* 3 rs *1:5^1 w,$ to tigi’ngl'R 1 
*it3t c»cga mtct't* a^slarv. <sf3r 9^:i j^tn gg 1 'aJ«i 

gg‘c?gVi. g3'*ic*i «t?r3 stiito 1 zbt ^i'az^s to;-j\«?w afhfce 
gJ^rraa a«R gro'rar* eu;*nspi:* n®ta r*ir.5« wqrVR -to-t 1 
tg$ a«n api «ci, win stm-espne* angappra artergia ae? gag 
*!?, Jit’-ti gen *hs;r rawia avrsf gars erne* 1 

iiHR ^rg c-t-5 hr ar a or ta grefneme* *nfc snmnma 
*ite3Teg « lira we* fatea *ncs pt$. cra-n cg£ senna ateornrt 
wig a 'Hina *3C3 srSaesr' farg gates g^sg Scmpr 
TOCB 7, feuWi* Wg afg 1 * ?nag gs*3 ni<nVj *** 1 gas 
ssrsriRca'a anw atwre gf^mg aisa re, w^kr 5 ?. n'rax^ 
wsg; 57 , 3TC3 eg taagfa to w>c?n: mgg eji gi to, 
cftai want ^5: ^icg^g t ■ei»3<tn' Wtnwf.g nwa ca a^g^w e?i» 
eh5^3, ttrai^ acme? 1 T 3 acar fena;* wr;:*^ Saaag giinga 
cnara to i C3RTa gwanr gicsncacna wptr;^ cni^rgiasica 
»rai c'M. <ier*g1 c^i 3 ? ; 'Jia «rtna faW*tn S’ajg to i 

a^cg' cu3-o-» grew m5a a:s?n> gnesra sjgar3 
«thgRn^a <§c*?ef mtfeai^gra 1 -su ^ aca nvs 

sn^ficn aic^ciwa a? r? gsa 1 erce wr 
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;£’*i -t3c^ 2 wisia ct jtoi srw cms, 

-rho i ms aros rra ^ttf 

J T5n nta t p^ pswia ^ict -irrts trva Topr. 
™p^\ «£> 5 hir. mra t Tra nra ara c^n <*& 

c*r?* Pi Pi'r? %:*;;<r ^rs aura 'T^’i vms, crc*ns W*p stfi 
sn’ra 5T?i ctrro nwi «s ’i;3* t na *i^ m t i 


( ^rssH *r*i& 3sf?r^ c*i*tt >*? wtfTifas ®inn, 

.a:: a cx ^rtp* faf*3 « ^Fss ?a, fti ®«w fc*i «tsta 5 a jti t 
_Tr=«jr:7T? *'frr i r7? tj n»rtS3’ dr*? i I 
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S* K* Kundu 

Central Govt* Advocate* 




PEED POST 
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YTP'-T HTTP 

GOVERN MEN I or INDIA 

fyfa sftr 

Ministry oi ; Law & Justici; 

(fafa TTT f’PTFT) 

(Di rARTMEN r or Lloal Affairs) 
nyi^t 

HRANCII SECRETARIAT 
4, f%t°r 71 TT 7JIf Tl?, T'TT7Tr-7 0 0 00 1 
4, K, S. ROY ROAD, CALCUTTA-700 001 


Dated 30th Nov ember* 1993V 


sgisff 
4 iW» 


D* 0. No, 15/B/Home f'&j'J If 1 ^ 

Dear Shri Bhatia* 

Kindly refer to your D*0*No* l/27/91-Pub* dt*2bth Novem- 
ber 1993 in connection with C.O* Ng*6720(w)/93 (Bijan Ghosh -vs- Union 
c, of India & O r sV). 

The parawise comments forwarded by you along with your 
above mentioned D*0# has been forwarded to Mrs.Arati Dutta* Advocate*, 
on- record for preparing the draft Affidavit- in- reply and to have it 
settled by Shri R*N*Dss» Senior Advocate at an early date* As soon 
as the same is done, the draft will be forwarded to you by SPEED P03J*. 

I am forwarding herewith a copy of the application filed 
by shri Samar Guha* Ex M.P* in the above mentioned case* A copy of his 
book titled "Netaji Dead or Alive " has also been forwarded along with 
the copy of the application. The book is not being forwarded as the 
same may be available with you* I have already forwarded the other 
papers which have been received in the meantime from the different 
parties* An early action will be required at your end* Since time-4flT^ 
very short* I would like to suggest that a competent person with tt 
comments may come over to Calcutta for affirming the affidavits whicl 
will be drafted and settled by the counsel engaged in this matter* 



I am sure that you have already made arrangements for appe- 
-arance of one of the learned Addl* Solicitor Generals in the above 
mentioned c a se* It would have been better to seek appearance of shri 
K*T*S* Tulsi* learned Addl. solicitor General as he has already appear- 
ed in the Case once* However* it is your discretion* 


With regards. 




Enel; As above«5 


A 


Yours sincerely. 


( s 



* 


y 1 


Shri V*p. Bhatia* 

Under Secretary (pub*8. Vig*; 

. Ministry of Heme Affairs, 

North Block, New Delhi 110001 $ 
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To H 

Mr. §. Kundu. (T. 

Sr* Central Govt. Advocate, , 0 ■ iU ^ 

4| K.S* Roy Road, A f~ ^ cJ 

Calcutta - 1. </ * 


In Re I C.O. 6720 of 1003 
Bljnn Ghosh 

- Vs - 

Union of India & Ors. 


Dear Sir, 


Having been added as a party respondent in the above 

mentioned matter by the Order dated 22*0*03 passed by 

\ 

the ffcn'ble Mr* Justice Shy anal Kumar Sen, I am filing 

: 

this affidavit. ! 


Ihank you* 






Yours faithfully, 

C SAMAR GUHA ) 

FORMER MEMBER OF F;ARAL!ENT 
8/2 CENTRAL PARK, CALCUTTA 700032 


p <fc 


■’ * 


A < 




DISTRICT: CALCUTTA 


IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction, 

( Appe late Side' 


IN THE MATTER OF : 

An application n under Article 296 
of the Constitution of India 

AND 1 


IN THE MATTER OF : 


A writ in the nature of Mandamus; 


f 




i 


j 



AND 

IN THE MATTER OF : 

A writ in the nature! of Certiorary; 

A N D 

I 

i 

i 

IN THE MATTER OF : 

■ _ i 

* Any other Writ and/or Writs, order 

t 

and/or orders, direction and/or 
di rect ions ; 

i 

AND ■ 






w* . 



IN THE MATTER OF 


Tne h 

i ghest 

Civil i^nd Azard 

Bharat 

Rat na ' 

confer 

red upon Subhas Chandra 

Bose 

posthu 

mous 1 y 

without having any of 

f i c ia 1 

dec lar 

at ion by Union of India of His 

death 

and/or 

admi ss 

ion of His death; 


A H V 




IN THE 

MATTER 

0 r 


‘Right 

to K 

now ' is an extensio 

n of 

F u ndam 

e nt a 1 R 

i gh t s ; 


AND 




IN THE 

MATTER 

OF : 

1 


Bi jan 

Ghosh , 

Advocate , 



practising at High Court at Calcutta, 

S/o, Sri Benoy Krishna Ghosh, 

B— 172, B.E. College, Howrah-3. 

.... PETITIONER 

- VERSUS - 

1 . The Union of India 

represented through the Secretary, 
Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi- t. 
2. The Union of India, 

Service through the Secretary, 

Ministry of Human Resorces, and 
* Development Department, New Delhi-! 

RESPONDENTS 


2 





i 


2,o(j • • 

3. A,iya Nath Bose 
3/0- Sarat Bose 

226/4A, Netajl Subbas .Chandra Bose Road, 
Calcutta - 700 040. 

4. 3unll Krishna Gupta, 

38, Bldhyasagar Street, Calcutta-700 009. 

5. Susanta Kumar Mitra, 

3/0 Late Nllmony Kltra, 

25-Am Bag Bazar Street, Calcutta-700 006. 

6. Samar Guha, son of Late Blnode Kuto r 
Guha, 8/3, Central Park, Calcutta-700 032 

... Added private Respondents. 


To 

The Hon’ble Mr. A.M. Bhattacher Jee , Chief Justice and His 
Companion Justices of the said Hon'ble Court. 

The humble petition of the 
petitioner abovenamed. 

. i 

Most Respectfully Shevetb t 

Having been added as a party respondent in the 
above stated matter this affidavit is affirmed. 
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A FF T AVI T 

J } (ilij Cjl-y L)\ ^ a_t< <y~ 

tvnrmMO&ny, <kSL£_C£> cxT> A jyjaftJy kp StrAvi. (LkjJ 22- *7 9^ 

h^V- ^ ^'" W * ^ > /^UA^> cj~ 

2/2- Ca^J.’T^X p £W(X ^ j CejL^JU-. ' 7 &b 0 3 2- J C^i i-tn->jL^. /3-cy 
-v? p^dArt^y . i 

l-*~u - * ‘ ZOa * 4uA/ . 


4 , £>*w>*a^ 

JmCU ' 


*4 1/-^ — ^'i>r ^ > * £ 

v £A>i- CtA>rfV^*wi»*^ iy^ 

0 Tur CT ATCMCMT !M TUr A PrW/ET DAD A ^DADUC ADD 

4~- ■ m iu oiMiu'iwn in i i il ftuv t u i «iv^\pj\w u^i / m\u 

TRUE TO MY KNOWLEDGE. 


yV 

V 




C SAMAR GUHA > 

FORMER MEMBER OF PARALIENT 

j 

8/2 CENTRAL PARK. CALCUTTA 700032, 
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J OSTHUMOUS AWARD OF BHARAT RATNA TO NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA EOSE 

IS IT JUSTIFIED ? 


jj$- 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. Lord! please allow me to say a few words- . while introducin'.! 

myself to you. before presenting my Affidavit on oath. I am son of late 
Binode Kumar Ciuha, residing at present at 8/2 Central Park, Jadavpur, 

Calcutta 700032. I am 75 years old. 

2. Although I had been in the revolutionary movement since my early 

s-^tool life and had been in internments and detentions in various jails 

of the British Raj, Pakistani Raj in East Bengal and in Congress Raj 

all total - for about 15 years and had been in the Parliament for three 

terms and was nominated thrice as the Chairman of the Lok Sabha 

Privilege Committee by its Honourable Speaker, - nevertheless I had 

* 

never been a professional politician of the common concept. I had been 
in politics and still continuing in it because I love my motherland, 
love India in a way I am capable of . 

3- During my youth I was deeply impressed by the saying of 
* Vithffeananda that 'India has a mission to fulfill’. This vision became 
the primal mantram with his a*lter-ego, Subhas Chandra. This mission of 
Vi vekananda and Subhas Chandra had gone deeply into my inner 

consciousness. Thus this sacred feeling that brought me and kept me in 
politics, as I essentially believe that politics in India has a higher 
mission to fulfill. 


nn 


listen. 
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4. I hod the fortune to have love and a f-f-^c tie n of the A chary as like 
Satyendra Nath Bose and 3 nan Chandra Ghose and it is their inspiration; 
that helped me to secure 1st Class both in Ei.Sc. (Hons.) arid M.Sc. and: 
post-graduate research scholarship for higher research work. When I was 

I 

released from the British prison in April 194B, rn y ACharyas asked me to 
.loir: a Govt. College or avail a foreign scholarship to complete my 
higher studies in Chemistry. But that was the time, when the whole 
Co-., tv., to tiuote Gandhi ji . was 'hypnotised' by the image of Promethean 
personality of Netaji and the saga of his 1UA. 1 begged of my Acharyas 
to allow me to pursue the mission of Netaji . 

After serving 17 years as a whole timer since I completed my M.Sc. 

: i ns d ladcu. pur Onv.ersity to somehow maintain my living and 
for) iinately I was induced to write a few te.xt books of Chemistry in 
Bengali by Prof. Satyendra Nath Bose and Dr. Jnan Chandra Ghose with 
their introduction to them, which helped to sustain me as an earthly 
bv i ii y . 

5. After entering into the Parliament, I was stunned to find that the 
Govt, of free India did nothing whatsoever to recognize the epic role 
of the Maha Kshatrya of Indian national liberation, - Netajii Subhas 
Chandra Bose and the Saga of his heroic INA. No, not even an emblem of> 


any kind in honour of tletaji and reverentially remembering him wa 


found anywhere in the Parliament or the Capital City of Delhi. It 
appeared to me as more than betrayal of the revolutionary heritage of 

w 

our freedom struggle, - ^'es, it was like committing meanest possible 
natioinal crime to that Man of Destiny but for whose decisive blow 
against the British Power would not have withdrawn from India so soo 
after its hard-earned victory in the world war. Gandhiji created th 
massive background of the national will to oppose the alien rule but i 


M 
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was Netaji who made the final historic thrust to make them quit Indiafc 
Empire for good- But look! What an ungratefy.1 nation we are! What to 
i>p*an ui Pakistan or Bangladesh, - even the present truncated lane 

which is now called India, did nothing significant to acknowledge our 

, national debt to Netaji. 

1 

6. My Lord ! After entering into Lok Sabha, 1 started with my maiden 

// 

f | . | 

speech wholly on Netaji, - charging the Govt. of their deliberate 

1 1 

silence and negligance about Netaji. From that day I started a kind of 
a crusade in the Parliament in upholding the honour of Netaji and his 
INA. It should not be mi sconst i tuted if it is said that whatever 

noteworthy has been done by the Govt- in recognition of the role of 

~ "2 

Netaji in the history of our freedom struggle, - it was not because of, 
any willing initiative taken by the Govt, of themselves. The Govt. at 
the centre had to do something, that too haltingly, hesitatingly" 
because of persistent agitation and somekind of thundering in the 
Parliament. The Govt, at the Centre do not feel even now, after passing- 
off the Nehru-era, that they have a national duty, a sacred national 
obligation to fulfill towards Netaji and his INA. 

7. The most fundamental natioinal question still remained unanswered, 

- what really happened to Netaji, - our natioinal liberator ? God ■ 
ordained me to fight for discarding the politically motivated findings^- 
of the Shah Nawaz Committee. It was ultimately freezed to start Khosla 

Judicial Commission to ‘inquire into the circumstances of disappearance 

^ • \ . . . , '• : 

of Netaji.' The politically prejudiced findings of the Khosla 

Commission were found to be worse than ; that of the Shah Nawa 2 
Committee. I torn the Report of the Khosla Commission to pieces when it 
was placed before the Table of Lok Sabha violating the existing rules 
of discipline of Lok Sabha. However, the Report was later adopted by 




the Captive Parliament during the days of E(jy»ryency . 1 was then the 

leader of the Socialist group in Lok Sabha and the principal initiator 

of the move behind the formation of the Khosla Judicial Commission. But 

I was deprived of the right to oppose the findings of the Khosla 

JF' i 

(Commission a* I was clapped inside Rohtak jail along with other 

/ 

opposition leaders of the Parliament. 

8. I prepared the manuscript of my book, - 'Netaji - Dead or Alive ?' 
while in jail. It was published when Janata ■ Party came to power in 
1977. The book was released by the President of India, Shri N.Sanjiva 

Reddy and the meeting held in the Annexe of the Parliament House was 
presided over the Hon'ble Speaker of Lok Sabha, Shri K.S.Hegde, a 

former judge of the Supreme Court. 1 clearly proved that, at least the 
President of India and the Speaker of Lok Sabha had their explicit 
reservation in acceptinci the findings of the Khosla Commission. The UNI 

' t 

despatched a 32-para news- review about the book. It appeared in almost 
all the leading news papers of the country. 

I moved a resolution in Lok Sabha for re-consideration of the Report 
of the Khosla Commission and presented my book ‘Netaji - Dead or Alive 
?' to the Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai . Morarjibhai was first 

very reluctant to accept the perspective of my book challenging 
factually and documentarily the findings of the Khosla Commission. 
Ultimately, the book was sent to the Law Ministry by the Prime Minister 
for their opinion. After receiving Law Ministry’s report, in reply to 

4 ” 

my pending motion in Lok Sabha. the Prime Minister, shri Morarji Desai 

* ! 

made a statement on 3rd Sept. 1979, which inter alia said "In the light 
of those doubts, and contradictions and those records. Govt. find it 
difficult to accept that the earlier conclusions are decisive." 

9. Thus, the Prime Minister of India, Shri Morarji Desai categoricaly 


S 



'm§- ' 3f v - 


re-opened t.he question - then, what happened to Netaji Subhas Chandra 



j*T 


Bose :' After his statement in the Parliament I continued my -dialogue 


with Morarjibhai to devise an appropriate modus operendi to find its \ 


■ conclusion 

about 

the 

issue 

rev i ved when 

Ja nata 

Da 1 

Govt . 

i my request 

advised 

the 

Govt . 

v t . of Sh r i 

Chandra 

Sekhar to 

nqu i ry about 

the issue of 

what 




■Janata Govt, had to resign. 

* - 

10. After about 10 years the issue wc 
came to powei ■ The President of India 
o r S h i i v . P . s i ugh and thereafter, the 
t a f e up the matter of an Investigative 

really happened to Netaji. The Minister of State of Home Affairs, Govt. 

' I 

of India, Shri Digvijay Singh informed me in his letter No.469/DM/9) 
dt . 2 6 . 3.91 that the Govt, have "....already initiated an investigative 
inquiry about disappearance of Netaji...." But regrettably again before 
suchd an inquiry could be completed the Govt, of Shri Chandra Sekhar 


m 


Te 1 1 


11. I again took up the matter with the then President, Shri 


R . Ve nkat raman , who wrote to the present Prime Minister, Shri 


K ; 

4 


P . V . I-Jarasi mha Rao, regarding the issue of an Investigative Inquiry 


% 


about Netaji, but unfortunately his response was the announcement of 

?! 

4 


i 


Posthumous Award of Bharat Ratna in the name of Netaji. 

12. This announcement raised stormy protests all over the country. The 
present writ petition against such an award ps a legal move to undo the 


doubly done wrong to Netaji by the Govt, of Shri P . V.Naras imha Rao, 

13. A great patriotic task, - the task to know what really happened to 


Netaji remained unfulfilled for last 45 years after India got her 
freedom to act freely. May be the present writ petition will help to 
find out a proper modus operand! to fulfil that task. 

14. However, before I submit my Affidavit, I consider it as my duty to 


8 




express my gratitude to your Lordship for mo king me a petrty in the 

’ 

present case. Perhaps, this is the will of God that an Investigative 

I 

Inquiiy about what really happened to Netaji will be ordered by the 
High Court of Calcutta. - ’"he City of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 


h rue ic<?i ic rne iiir^PiAi nrr'iciriM 

ft- # i it=: i Vh uuyjuinL 



1* i tie main issue before the Court of judicial decisions are two. 

Firstly, hew and why the Govt, of Shri P . V . Narasimha Rao came to 

the conclusion that Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in an air crash at 

Taihoku of Formosa (presently Taipei of Taiwan) on Aug 18, 1945 ? If it 

because the Govt, accepted the findings of Shah Nawaz Committee and 
Khosla Commission as conclusive ? 

Then what about the statement of the Prime Minister, Shri Morarji 
Desai made on the floor of Lok Sabba on 3.9.1979 in which he 
categorically refused to accept the findings of the Shah Nawaz 
Committee and khosla Commission as 'decisive* ? 

2. The Govt, lawyears argued that Shri Morarji Desai’s statement does 

not tantamount to ,any 'outright rejection’ of the findings of Shah 

* 

Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission. The issue involved in the r 



present case is not about any kind of property. - that 
about it may be partially accepted or partially rejected, 
jissue relates to a sharp question - whether a person died i 

incident and on a specific date or not. Shri. Morarji Desai 

« 

statement, "SINCE REASONABLE DOUBTS HAVE BEEN CAST on the 


any 


ii a 


verdict 
but the 
spec i f i c 



said in his 

CORRECTNESS 


i 


REACHED IN THE TWO REPORTS (OF SHAH NAWAZ COMMITTEE AND KHOSLA 

S’ f ^ 

m**i**mHWMv tuc oovt. FIMO XT OlfFlCULT TO ACCEPT TK£ - 

conclusions AS decisive. -What is the implication of such a statement ? 



Can the findings of any report dealing wiljl^tho specific question o 



-i death of Netaji can be treated as partially accepted, half accepted or 

i§ 

negatively saying as 'not rejected outright 1 ? Such attempt will be 


* 


^ tantamount to be too untenable i n judicial parlance. 

.3- 1 ne Central Govt, did not offically rejects the findings of the; 


Shah Hawa: Committee* when a ‘further inquiry 1 was ordered to 


inqui) my into disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose* and set upj 
an one man judiiial Comnnssiun v-f 1 1 M Justice G.b. khosla to head it. How j 
thit dilemma was resolved by lust ice khosla 7 He explained in his 

Report "shah navaz committee had been orioinallv accepted by the govt. 

THE MATTER HAVING NOV BEEN RE-OPENED, THE GOVT. DID NOT WISH TO PLEAD 

THAT THE FINDINGS CONTAINED IN THAT REPORT WERE CORRECT [RepOTt! 

Khosla Commission, p.ll, 3.6). In the similar perspective the Govt. of 

Shri Morarji Desai mioht not have 'outright rejected* the findings of 

1 

the Kilos la Commission but it had definitely 're-opened* the issue of 
finding an appropriate modus operand! to resolve the basic quesetipn, 
what really happened then, to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 


4. It is fact that Shri Morarji Desai stated in the House, in course 


of his reply to the motion moved by Samar Guha that "no useful purpose 


4 


* 


m 


•f^v. 






WOULD BE SERVED BY HAVING ANY FURTHER INQUIRY." The fDOVer Of the lTJOtior 

also agreed that no useful purpose will be served by having anothe 
public inquiry of the type of shah Nawaz Committee or Khosla Comtnissio 

jjj ytc-L- ' r ' * i ■ V 

ecause the situation after so many years have radically changed. 

5. But still the issue about disappearance of Netaji remaine 

I 

unanswered- Mcrar jibhai ' s statement said, "the majority report or the 


|M 


FIRST COMMITTEE (SAH NVAZ) and shri khosla held the report of the death 


n m 


as true" However, "since then, reasonable doubts have been cast on thi 

COHUrcTNCEE Of THE CONCLUSIOINE REACHED IN THE 1 TVO REPORTS AMD VAWJOUI 


s'JBm ►- > •. i, ic-kt - ~ ‘ 

> ’ s r - - * ' r ~ 


: 


m 
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S' 

I 


•^l 


[ ~p gjjpjg 

‘ CTf 

IMPORTANT CONTRADICTIONS IN T1IF. TKffllMONV tgy TI!C WITNESSES: HAVE ULhlN 

\ _ NOTICED, SOME FURTHER CONTEMPORARY OFFICIAL DOCUMENTARY RECORDS HAVE 

• «T .,’VV . 1 . :;-^ . : . , T • ' ^ .. ‘ ”l ' ‘ ^ ". I “■ . - - . , . ~ ; , . - ‘"-‘a’’ i’ ' r?^BSj3^3SJ ‘ 'j* 

also become available.* If so, how to resolve this 'doubts’ and 

^ contradictions’ and how to explain the facts of discovery of 

• contemporary official records in regard to the issue of disappearance 
of Heta.ii Subhas Chandra Bose ? 

6. It is an irrefutable fact that Shri Morarji Desai re-opened the 
qu*si ion oi further investigation about the issue of disappearance of 
Netaji. It is now the task of the Hon'ble High Court to judicially 

decide what should be the modus operendi of such a probe or 
investigation and what should be the clear-cut objectives of such 

efforts to reach a final and irrevocable conclusion about what has 
really happened to Netaji. after August 15, 1945, - the day of Japanese 
su rrender . 

\5*— 

7. The second issue of decision by the Hon'ble High Court is whether 
it is appropriate to confer the title of Bharat Ratna on Netaji Sjubhas 
Chandra Bose ? Who is Netaji ? Is he like any other Congress leader of 
the days of our freedom struggle, except Mahatma Gandhi ? What he is, - 
has been meigni f i ciently pronounced by Mahatma ji while paying his 
unique tribute to Subhas Chandra Bose when he atained the majesty of^ 
the incomparable glory of Netaji. He wrote in his Harijan on Feb 4 

1 946 , "INA HAS CAST SPELL ON US. NETAJI'S NAME IS ONE TO CONJURE WITH. 

HIS BRAVERY SHINESE THROUGH ALL HIS ACTIONS." While attempting tO; 

•' 1 

bestow the title of Bharat Ratna on Netaji, can such a unique man ofs 

* 

* 

Gandhi ji’s evaluation be equated with Ramchandra or Rajiv Gandhi ? If 

Bharat Ratna, in common with other political leaders, is a misfit fori 
Gandhi ji, it is equally a misfit for Netaji. Bharat Ratna is nc 

adoration for either the Mahatma or the Netaji, - the two Men ol 


r 


isther 


Destiny of Indian freedom. It is upto your L t ord?hip to decide whether 
by calling Netaji a Bharat ftatna, - it is any appreciation of the 
immeasurable magnitude of his personality orjif crude denunciation of 

PPf: ‘-;f i :W 

this epic character of the struggle for India liberation ? And, thus, 
whether this title announced by the Govt, in the name Netaji should be 

withdrawn or kept preserved in hibernation ? 

111. BACKGROUND ABOUT NETAJI INQUIRY 


1. Before reasoning why an investigative inquiry should be 
instituted to finalise the issue of what really happened to Netaji 
after defeat of Japan, it is necessary to briefly recall the salient 
features of the whole story of the plane crash allegedly involving 
Netaji and the two inquiries instituted by the Govt. to verify if 
Netaji really met his end in the reported, plane crash at Taihoku 

-yijift** i tf: 

T?* (Taipei) in Formosa (Taiwan). _ I 

2. Dubious First Report : On August 23, 1945, quoting a ‘report 

despatched by the Domei News Agency, Tokyo Radio announced that " mis 

EXC ELLENCT NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE DIED IN AN AIR ACCIDENT AT 

1' 

I 

TAIHOKU ON AUGUST 18, 1043 AND HIS BODY HAS BEEN ELOVN TO TOKYO." Butil1 

a subsequent broadcast the Tokyo Radio told, - no 'Chandra Bose's body 

i 

was cremated at Taihoku. 

(a) On the basis of thie report thew question arises why the news 

■ • : - -Ti r ? .. i r s - . „ . . .. 

i 

of alleged death of Subhas Chandra Bose was announced 5 days after said 
> Occident ? * 

(b) Secondly, why instead of issuing official commanique by the 
Japanese Defence Hq. , which remained undisturbed after Japanese 

surrender the news of alleged death of Netaji was circulated by a 
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Minister of Netaji's Asad Hind Govt., in hi$ evidence before the Khosla 
Commission, that the actual text of the Tokyo Radio broadcast was 


dtafted by him, as was asked by the Japanese authority, and as such it 
was not, in reality, any despatch by the Domei News Agency. Why Ayer 
was asked to draft the text of the news broadcast for Tokyo Radio, 
although he tvni no knowledge whatsoever regarding the report about the 






l 





alleged air accident and Ne tail's death ? 

(d) fourthly, it shuulu be noted further that when the news of 

i 

alleged death of Netaji was communicated te.the Indians at Bankok, they 

■ 

refused to bel ieve it and asked for bringing the body of their leader 

- * 

for cremation at Singapore. The Japanese agreed to take S. A. Ayer, 
Information Minister of the Azad Hind Govt, to Taihoku to show him the 
^tlraneged deadbody of Netaji. But the plane, carrying S. A. Ayer landed at 
dask n ot a Taihoku airport but at Taichu airport in Formosa. When fyyer ■ 
got furious, - he was promised to be taken to Taihoku next morning. But 
nbext day the plane after flying from Taichu went straight to Tokyo, 
instead of going to Taihoku. 

If Netaji really died after the aircrasb and his body existed at 


Taihoku Hospital, why the Japanese played sgch a hide and seek game 

4 

with Ayer ? 

« 

(e) Fifthly, it should be noted further that no official communique 

> : issued either by Japan or Formosan Authority, and no Govt, of U.K, 

I 

or British India or USA, who made immediate effort to arrest Bose after 

fall of Japan, had officially confirmed the report of alleged death of 

1 

Subhas Chandra Bose. 

i 

(f) Thus, Subhas Chandra Bose died in an alleged aircrash at Taihoku 
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on August IM. !94 5 was made known to the world by no competent 

-t authority of any concerned Govt, but only by Tokyo Radio and that too 

after 5 days of the alleged accident. 

(g) II it is argued that it was deliberately broadcast by the Tokyo ' 
^adio 5 days after the alleged death of Netaji in order to give him 1 

sufficient time to reach his destination without alerting the , 
Any luw-Amer i can military authority and without giving any scope to the 
Allied Power to implicate Japanese Govt, in executing Netaji 's escape 
flan after fall of Japan, will it be in coherent in anyway ? One thing 




A 


is very clear that regarding the very first broadcast about alleged 

wM\\ 

death of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. - it remained to be reckened as an 

unmistakably dubious news. Strangely, neither Shah Nawaz Committee, nor 

Khosla Commission raised any question about the dubious nature of the 

i 

news broadcast by the Tokyo Radio, reporting alleged death of Netaji. 

i 

3. REACHTION OF THE BRITISH OOVT. AND THE CONGRESS LEADERS: Neither the 

Govt- of Wav ell. nor the British Govt } of U.K. agreed to believe 'the 

f 

aircrash death news of Subhas Chandra Bose as true: 

i 

(a) Wave 1 noted in his 'journal' on August 23, 194 5 : "i wonder if the 

* 

JAPANESE ANNOUNCEMENT THAT £UBKAS CHANDRA SOSES DEATH IN AN AIRCRASH 

i 

IS TRUE . 2 SUSPECT XT VERY MUCH. XT IS JUST WHA5T WOULD GIVEN OUT IF HE 

1 i 

■* 

wanted to oo unocroround. '(b) On hearing the report about Subhas Bose's 

* 

death Gandhiji and Madan Mohan Malavia jointly telegraphed to Bose 
family at Calcutta 'not to perform sradh ceremony but to hold mild 

prayer. -( c) On 30th December, 1945 , Gandhiji told us, while meeting the 

* 

detinues in Dum Ourn jail that: if- somebody chows me the ashes, even 

THEN 2 WILL NOT BELIEVE THAT SUBHAS IS NOT ALIVE. HE IS ALIVE AND 

HIDING SOMEWHERE. ~ *. 


t 


®. " Thereafter he publicly said 

r 

manytimes that he believed that -subhas is alive'. 


J?4f 7- 




riy] 


; 





(d) After seeing Col. Habibur Rahman in Red Fort, who was the lone 


j9 


companion of Netaji in his flight from Saigon on August 17, 1945 ang< 

’ .... i 

who was the only INA soldier, who persistently said Netaji died in the: 

alleged a ire rash, Gandhi ji remarked , "haeie, whatever you may tell at 

•TO THE CONTRARY, I STILL BELIEVE IN MY HEART OF HEARTS THAT NETAJI 
SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE IS STILL ALIVE, to the contrary, I cUll boUovo Ln 
my h^arl of haarLe lhal NAtajt. Sub Kat cKandra D oft# lb fiLtlL aUvo . 

te) Maulana Arad, while presiding over the AICC session al. Bombay 
meeting first time after thew Quit India Movement, told AICC delegates 

011 2 1st Sept 1 945: "the circumstances in which the news of death of 

BOSE HAS REACHED US AND THE SOURCES RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ANNOUNCEMENT DO 

• »; - - *•"- f 

NOT MAKE CERTAIN THAT BOSE IS IN TACT DEAD. THEREFORE, HIS NAME SHOULD 
NOT APPEAR IN THE LIST OF THOSE WHO DIED SINCE THE LAST SESSION OF 

aicc, -( f) Pandit Nehru told API at Jhanshi on Sept 11, 1945, "like many 

OTHER PEOPLE, HE DID NOT BELIEVE THE STORY ABOUT THE REPORTED DEATH OF 

SURRAS CHANDSRA BOSE. . . I RECEIVED A NUMBER OF REPORTS WHICH HAS RAISED 

IN THE GRAVE DOUBTS AND I BELIEVE THE AUTHORITY OF THE NEWS , ' ( Q ) I H 

1 

1975, a sensastional report appeared in the press, quoted from the 

BRITISH DOCUMENTS TRANSFER OF POWER - 40A2-A7”, WhlCh ShOWed that th@ 

Wave! Govt, of India and the British Govt, of U.K completely 

: 

disbelieved the story of Bose's death. More . about the report will 
discussed later. [Ref. Netaji - Oead or Alive ? p.2-93. 

No, nor justice G.D.Khosla cared to tqke any cognizace of th 
reactioins of the British Govt, or the Congress leaders to assess 
analyse and scrutinize their views about the report of alleged death of 

Netaji that was broadcast by Tokyo Radio on August 23, 1945, This was 

* 

the only source of the information about alleged death of Netaji i 
the reported air crash at Taihoku. 




4. vhy NEHRU turned anti netaji ? : Till late 194 5 Pandit Nehru firmly; 


1 


believed that Netaji did not die in the reported air crash. Finding 

/ ' I I 

that the Maha KsHastrya image of Netaji and: the saga of patriotism of 

i 

the INA sweepingly dominating the minds of the Indian people, Nehru 


rushed 

to den his fo 

r got ten 

lawyer 

’s gown to appear 

i n 

t 

he 

Red 

Fort 

trial 

that it verily 

s y mbo 1 i 

zed ’ I 

n d i a ve r s us E n g la r 

id’ . 

Th 

us , 

every 

body 

expect 

ed that Nehru 

will spare no 

stone unturned 

to 

f i 

nd 

out 

what 

real 1 y 

happened to 

Bose . 

W ho 

i u mi d-th i rt ies 

used 

1 

to 

call 

him 

pc 1 i l i 

call/ hi- ' e I d 

er broth 

e r ’ . N 

o, he did not tiing 

for 

N 

eta j 

i . 

on 

the co 

ntrar> after v 

is i t i ng 

Mou nt b 

at ten at Singapore 

i n 

Ma 

r ch 

1946, 

he 

sudden 

ly changed his 

stance 

to oppose everything abo 

ut 

Net a j i 

and 

INA. 

Why he 

was seized wi 

th such 

an odd 

outlook ?. 






i-.i» II 

iv reason foi i 

Nehru ’ s 

change 

was given out by 

Amr i 

tl 

al S 

etii , 

the 


then editor of Gujrati Janmabhumi of Ahmedabad, who accompanied Nehru 

i 

iflf’duriny his visit to Mount batten. After returning from Singapore, he met 
Sarat Chandra Bose at Calcutta and told l\iin the background .story. 
According to him, Nehru was given rousing reception by the INA men on 
his arrival at Singapore. The leader from the homeland was requested 
by him to place wreath , next day, on the spot of the INA Martyers 

Memorial that: was sacrilegiously demolished by Mount batten ' s Army soon 

. i I 

after reoccupation of Singapore. Nehru instantly agreed. But next day, 

, * 

when the INA representatives went to Mountbatten ' s bung! low to bring 
Nehru to the meeting ground they were astounded to find that the Indian 
eader brazinly refused to attend this sacred meeting for paying homage 

• i 

to the INA martyers. 




Amritlal Seth 


told Sarat Babu that while having his meeting 


with Nehru Mounbatten told him that according his report Bose did not 


die in the alleged aircrash but escaped again. Mountbatten further 
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warned Nehru that if he played up the legends of Bosb and his INA, he 

J 

would be taking the risk of presenting lndija on a platter to Bose when 

- — • r ; ~'yfys~ t 1 

he r^ -appeared . This incident completely changed Nehru and made him an 
i r r i cone i lab! y preiudiced towards Neta j i .Mount batten later, outspokenly 

^ i ij in h i {'j"tn it Oi ii i ini . [H’t.v it* i hai Nehi n •- t exidfa* i. tv I u I lc?w',>d ti 1 1 ~ 
advice about Bose and the INA. 

ib) rv ■=■>■> utn- in India expei fnd th.U. after Nehi n came to power in 1947, 
iii- fir«it pntt ioitic move would be I c* iir'i itul'.e an a 1 1 ■ ■ niibrac i <vj 
i ngu ( r / to know what happened to the epic hero uf Indian freedom. Nay, 

he did just the opposite. He made all-out effort to oppose all publi 
demands for such an inquiry. Nay, he did something more something 

most unthinkable? which appeared as virtual hetray; of Netaji. 
According to the evidence of Shyamlal * .lai- before the Khosla 
Commission, who was steno of Asaf Al i , wl •’ iater was working as the 
secretary to the INA Defence Commit ■_-* headed by Bhulabhai Desai , on a 
date either 26 or 27th Dtc ' .*r 1945 he was’ asked by Nehru in Avai , 
Alt's residence to typ few copies of a letter given to him. The 
letter con*" '•■'•d an information that Subhas Chandra Bose reached 
Dairen in • tap Bomber and was escorted to Soviet leader by Gen- Shedei 
in a jeep. When the jeep returned after about three hours, the dap 
plane left for Tokyo. I 

T 

This letter was sent to the British Prime Minister, Mr. Attlee by ii 


I 

Nehru with a forewardi.'g attached to it. The letter said ! 


i 


T O 

MR. ni.FMlTVTrf AT-* * 


I UNDERSETAND FROM A RELIABLE SOURCE THAT SURHAR CHANDRA 
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BOSE YOUR WAR CRIMINAL HAS BEEN ALLOWED TO ENTER RUSSIAN TERRI- 


TORY BY STALIN, THIS IS A CLEAR TREACHERY AND BETRAYAL OF FAITH 
BY THJE RUSSIANS, AS RUSSIA HAS BEEN AN ALLY rf>THE BRITISH- 
AMERICANS ( IT SHOULD NOT HAVE SEEN PONE. PLEAS E TAKE NOTE OF 



\ ' : ^ IVANDDOVHATYOUCONSIDERPROPERANDFIT. 

I 

YOUPS SINCERELY, 

AMNEXURE: NETAHI - DEAD 

OR ttLIVE 7' F. U-1D SD.'- JAV1IAHLAL NEHRU 

. Could Nehru betray Netaji in such a brzen manner ? It is 
very difficult to believe such a story. but neither fir. Khosla, nor the 
lawyer of the Commission, nor anybody from the Govt, office challenged 
t he ?y i deuce of S 1 1 v a m 1 a 1 Jain. F u r t he r , a l c c j d i ng to i nte 1 1 ge n c e 
report*- sent to the Govt, of Wavel 1 . which Nehru saw when he came to 
powei . and the copies of which wet? sent to .Shah Nawaz Committee and 
Khosla Commission, - Nehru was reported ns having received a secret 
note from Netaji requesting him for his repatriation from Russia to 


India. Further, every Japanese or INA officers, except Rahman, 


unmistakably said that Netaji's destination was Russia. [Annexure: 


<*■ 


Netaji - Dead or Alive ? p. 13-14], 

(c) Pandit Nehru made no effort to contact Stalin for repatriation of.-. 

* 


T. 


Netaji to his motherland, assuming, according to many reports, ‘Netaji 

1 


reached Russia. On the contrary Nehru did something very unethical to 


suppress all positive hints about Netaji's going over to Russia. In 
1951 Pandit Nehru had sent S. A. Ayer, very secretly, to Tokyo to inquire 


from Col. Tada a former Staff Officer of F.M. Tarauchi's Head Quarter 

M • • m 1 M 


at Saigon. Nehru came to know that Lt. Gen. Isoda and Col. Tada were 
the persons, who worked out and executed Netaji's escape plan. Pandit 





Nehru read out Ayer's report in the Parliament but ashtoni shi ngl y 


withheld Ayer’s very-important confidential vnote to Nehru which he 


attached with the main report. Ayer i nformed ‘ Nehru : this time i could 


GATHER VERY IMPORTANT INFORMATION. COL. TADA TOLD ME THAT AFTER THE END 




OF THE VAR WHEN JAPAN SURRENDERED, TARAU'lHI TOOK ALL RESPONSIBILITY TO 
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HELP NETAJI AND ASKED HIM TO 00 TQ KAKA BOSE CIIIS EXCELLENCY CHANDRA 

J5P _ f 1 

# 2 

BOSE) AND TELL HIM TO REACH RUSSIAN TERRITORY - ALL HELP WILL BE OIVEN 

V :•• - WiS^-4 . £ ! i 1 


_ 

TO HIM. IT VAS ARRANGED THAT CHANDRA BOSE VXLL FLY IN THE PLANE 

I 


IN 


Jfr 


VH1CK SBEDEI VAS OOINO. OEN. SHEDEI WILL LOOK AFTEP CHANDRA BOS£ UPTO 

DAIREN* AND THERE. AS FTER. HE COULD FALL li ACK ON HIS OWN RESOURCES TO 

CONTACT RUSSIANS. JAPANESE WOULD ANNOUNCE TO THE WORLD THAT BOSE HAD 

DISAPPEARED FROM DAIREN. THAT WOULD ABSOLVE THEM FROM ALL 

RESPONSIBILITY IN THE EYES OF THE ALLIES* 1 ' N^htU yOt the 

information from many other sources that Netaj.i ' s destination was 

Russia. But he did nothing to contact Stalin to ascertain if Netaji 
reached Russia and make arrangement for his repatriate him to India. 

{THIS INMFORMATION ABOUT AYER'S NOTE TO NEHRU ABOUT COL. TADA'S REPORT 

CAME TO BEKOVN IN AN OFFICIAL. NOTE THAT VAS, PERHAPS INADVERTANTLY 

l 

SUPPLIED BY THE GOVT* TO KHOSLA COMMISSION ALONG WITH OTHER CLASSIFIED 

I 

PAPERS * 3 

5. Command Performance Report By Shah Nawaz k Commi ttee : 


X 


(a) Valuable time passed on since August 1945, - but Pandit Nehru did 
nothing to nitiate any inquiry about Netaji ignoring all appeals from 

i 

the people. In 1950 Or. Radha Binode Pal, who was appointed an Indian 

i 

Judge in the Tokyo Trial by Nehru told Sarat Chandra Bose that the 

i 

American judge told him that his country didjnot believe the story of 

„ i 

Subhas Chandra Bose's death. It was after an intewresting incident 




y that interested the American Judge to tell Or. Pal about it. It was 
noted by the American judge that in course of proceedings of the Tokyo 
Trial, whenever Subhas Chandra Bose's name was mentioned, Gen. Tojo, 

Gen. Sugiama and other Japanese accused were seen to stand up and bow 




down their heads. This behaviour of the accused Japanese leaders amazed 
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the American judge. When came to know from Dr. Pal that by this wai 

: 

* JT- 

the Japanese war-time leaders expressed * thefff" respect for Bose, he 


I 


told the Indian judge that he had seen the USA inquiry report about 

Bose. According to this report Bose's death' news was cooked up and Bose 

s.afel> readied Russia. What Dr. Radha E inode Pal told Sarat babu , came 
to the press also. I had also the- privilege to know all about it 
directly from Dr. Pal. It was expected after this report came in the 
press that Nehru would call Dr. Pal to tell him all about the report 
that tie heard from the American judye. No, he did nothing of the kind 

because by then. Dr. Pal turned to be a persona non-grata to Nehru for 

* |g| 

his dissenti judgement in the Tokyo trial. ’ 

(b) After this judgement , Dr. Pal's position rose very high in the eyes 
of the Japanese people. Meanwhile prominent citizen's of Calcutta 
decided in a meeting to set up a non-official inquiry committee with 
"** Dr. Radha B inode Pal as its chasirman. This news shook up Pandit Nehru 
and he immediately announced in 1956, 11 years after the alleged , air • 

i 

crash involving Netaji, the formatioin of a :Neta j l-Inqu i ry Committee 
to counter Calcutta move. The Committee that Nehru formed was not a 
judicial commission to hold a public inquiry according to the. 
provisions of the Commission of Inquiry Act.; 

Even such a'committee with limited scope of inquiry was not given 
inhindred freedom by Nehru. When this Committee visited Tokyo, Mr. 

- H BL -™-. 

Sigemitsu, the war-time foreign minister of Japan, arranged for] 

> 'Committee's visit to Taiwan (Formosa) to hold an on-the-spot inquiry at 

ft 

Taipei (Taihoku). But Nehru outright refused to give permission fori 
Committee's visit to Taiwan, i.e., former Formosa. 

(c) Again before Shah Nawaz Committee visited" Tokyo, Pandit Nehru 
violating all norms of a public inquiry entrusted to Shah Nawaz 


ting 
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Commute* t61<J Par 1 ionium , "i have no uouut'in MV minu 


1 DIO NOT 


HAV 


IT THEN - AND I HAVE NO DOUBT TODAY OF 1TJJE FACT or NETAJI SUBHAS 
CHANDRA BOSE'S DEATH IS, I THINK SETTLED BEYOND DOUBT- "(d) After thiS^ 

statement by the Prime Minister Nehru in the Parliament, could any 
committee dare tu go beyond what Nehru said T Reaching Tokyo on March 
4, 1956, beleagured Shah Nawaz Khan told pressmen, "this mission was 

MAINLY TO INTERVIEW PEOPLE, WHO MIGHT OFFER DIRECT EVIDNCE OF SHRI 

bose' death ies, Shah Nawaz Commi t tees imp! y wanted to know how Bose 
died and nothing else - accepting that Bose’s 'death was settled beyond 
doubt ’ . 


(e) Prime Minister already pronounced in the Parliament much in 

advance what should be the findings of the Shah Nawaz Committee. 

Although the third member of the Commi t tee . Shri Suresh Chandra Bose, 

an elder brother of Netaji submitted his ‘Dissentient Report’. Other 

two members, Shah Nawaz Khan and Sankar Maifra submitted their report. 

Arriving at a conclusioin in a peculiarly hazy and ambiguous terms;- "at 

* ; * 

NO STAGE WAS THEV CASKET CONTAINING THE ASHES SEALED, NO FORMAL RECEIPT 

i 

ISSUED, NOR AGAIN CONTINUOUS WATCH WAS KEPT OVER IT. SO ALTHOUGH THESE 
CAN NOT BE ABSOLUTE CERTAINTY ABOUT IT, NEVERTHELESS, IT4 CAN BE S AID 


THAT, IN ALL PROBABILITY, ASHES KEPT IN THE RENKOJI TEMPLE, TOKYO, ARE 
THE ASHES OF NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE. IF THE ASHES ARE TAKEN TO »e" 


GENUINE, RENKOJI TEMPLE CANNOT BE OBVIOUSLY THEIR FINAL RESTING PLACE. 

I 

Look I What an absurd finding it is! Who will decide with 'absolute 


certainty’ to resolve the question of ‘probability’ in regard to exact 

i 


identification of the ashes ? Who will decide 'if 
genuine’ or not ? Hardly one could expect such a 
findings of a committee that was i nsti tuted 1 to inquire 

t 

of a supreme personality of Indian freedom like Netaji 


the ashes are 
queerly worded 
about the fate 

Subhas Chandra 



I 


6. 


(a*) Perhaps with aging of Nehru his conscience began t, o flicking about 
what he did tc find the exact truth about disappearance of Netaji . In 
late fifty Nehru visited Renkoji temple to see the so-called ashes of 
Netaji said tc be kept there- While other Indian leaders like Dr. 
ftajendra Prasad, Rafi Ahmed Kidwai and others, who preceded Nehru 
recorded rich tributes about Netaji in the temple's visitor book. But 


what did Nehru write ? No, he mentioned nothing about Netaji. Somehow 


he scribbled in it, "let the peace of buddha : reign over the world". I 
have also seen this writing of Nehru when I visited Renkoji temple in 


1959 . 


i * 

•* ! 1 

(b) Then again, when Suresh Chandra Bose wrote to Nehru seeking 'proof 


of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose's death', Pandit ji replied back to him, on 

May 13 , 1962, "i can not send you any precise and direct proof.,* 

: 

Still, the same Panditji did not feel any constraint to loudly say in 

the Pasrl lament that 'Netaji Subhas Chandra; Bose's death is settled 

beyond doubt.' Perhaps, a few days before his death, Panditji 's 

r 

conscience became free of all personal jinhibitions and political 

eauations about Netaji to reply to Shri Amiyanath Bose, a newphew of 

Netaji, Saying, "I ogrw with you that sotnothlng should b® don® to 

.. V- ! ’ 

finaiis® th® quosn.on of N®toji's d®oth, " Oh;! Panditji s conscience 

* 

t 

work up 17 years after the dubious report of aircrash death of Netaji l 
But Panditji secretly maintained a special ,file on Netaji and told 


K-K.sdhah, a minister later of Mrs. Indira Gandhi's Ministry, that 


! 


Nehr'f did not believe the death story of Netaji and always directed his 







22 


'.-i .7 


t 

i 







Intelligence Deptt. to inquire into any- new$*"that appeared to suggest 

I 

that Netaji was alive. Mir Chandani of the ’Ex Chief of the Central 

ntelligence Deptt. confirmed this in his deposition before Khosla 


Commi s sion, 


(7) New Move for Judicial Inquiry : 


(a} When I entered into Lok Sabha a new move was initiated by me for a 

fresh judicial Inquiry about Netaji. A memorandum was drafted by .the 

r § ' 

eminent historian. Dr. R . C.Majumder , for the purpose. More than 350 

* 4 

signatures were collected in signing the memorandum by members of both" 

House belonging to all parties. Such massive memorandum of the M.P's 
was unprecedented in the life of the Parliament. It was first submitted 
to Dr. Zakir Hossain, the then President of 1 Indian and then to the 
Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi. After much agitation inside and 
outside the Pasrliament, and having a meeting with 45 leading members 
of both Houses, the Home Minister informed me nin a letter dated March 
18, 1970 : 

"Home Minister of India . 

New Delhi 

i 

DEAR S HR X OUHA, 

PLEASE REFER TO YOUR LETTER DATED JANUARY; 2P, 1070, 

IKQUmiNO ABOUT THE DECISION ON THE DEMAND FOR INQUIRY ON 
D1S APPEARANCE OF NETAJI SUB HAS CHANDRA BOSE, WHICH HAS 
™IEEN DISCC USSED WITH YOU AND OTHER MEMBERS OF PAR ALT EMENT ON 
S5TH DECEMBER IPdP* IT HAS SEEN DECIDED THAT A COMMISSION 
' OF INQUIRY BY A JU DOE OF A SUPREME COURT OR HI OH COURT 
SHOULD BE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO THE MATTER . A FORMAL 
announcedment will be made 1 in due course* 


YOURS SINCERELY, 

50 y m Yp B* CHAV AN 

The decision was formally announced on ‘July It, 1970. A month^ 

later Justice G-D. Khosla of Punjab High Court was appointed the judge 1 











of the One-man Commission. 


, <b) This Commission was an improvement over the Shah Nawaz Committee 


as it was a judicial commission and had al|l liberty to conduct a free 1 
inquiry. Secondly, the issue before the Commission was not to "inquire 
.into death of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose' as had been in case of Shah 
Nawaz Committee, but to 'inquire into disappearance of Netaji Subhas 


Chandra Eose- 1 


it should be remembered that, - firstly, the commission of Inquiry 

war not set up suo moto by the Govt. but because of the persistent 

! 

demand made by the majority of the Members of the Parliament, secondly, 
in 197(3 Govt, of Mrs. Indira Gandhi was a Minority Govt., and thirdly;: 

the judge of the Commission, Mr. G.O.Khosla was choosen by the Govt, 
without consultation with the memorialists. 


! 


8. no Normal Approval of Khosla Findings By Parliament : 


(a) Khosla Commission's Reports and Findings about Neta j i-Inqui ry was 

not adopted by the Parliament in a normal condition. It was approved 

# 

by the captive Parliament during the black days of Emergency, and 
without any discussion. All the opposition leaders were by then gaole 

i 

under this gagging Act. ' 

<b) Mr . Khosla submitted his Report to the 'Govt, on June 30, 1974. I 

! 

was placed on the Table of Lok Sabha af.ter quite some time. A 

t ' v -> v-: ■' 

sympathetic official of the Govt, secretly gave me a copy of the Repor 

i 

before it was placed on the Table of the House. 

t 

(c) I was simply horrified after going through the Report and its, 
Findings. Could any judge having Indian blood flowing in his vein 






could write such an abeminable Report ? Look! in 27 places of his* 


iHi 
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Report, khosla vulgained the image of Netaji the Maha Kshatrya of 
Indian Revolution by depicting him as j the 'quesling', 'stooge', 

■puppet', ‘pawn' or 'tool* of the Japanese and what not. How 

! 

conveniently Khosla forgot that in course of proceeding of the 

'Commission he came to know about the views of the wartime top Jap 
leaders about Netaji! Gen. Tojo, the wartime Premier of Japan t4reated 
Netaji as the 'Greatest Revolutionary of Asia 1 and his Foreign Minister 
honoured him as the 'Greatest hero of our age' and F.M Tarauchi, of the 
Jap. S . E .Command, - the S.E. Asian theatre of Japanese war, - looked 
upon the Indian leader as a 'Superman'. Was not Khosla told in course 
of hearing of the Commission that during the Tokyo Trial, whenever 

> I 

'Chandra Bose’ name was mentioned Gen. Tojo, Gen. Sugiama, Sigimitsu 
f 

and all other high-ranking Japanese facing war trial used to 

immediately stand up and bow down their heads. Could they show such 

'yi 

unique honour to a person if they looked upon him as a 'quisling’ or 
‘puppet’ of Japan ? ' . - 

t 

(d) 224 witness, Indian and Japanese appeared before the Khosla 
Commission; the Govt, of Japan produced three sets of very vital 

4 

documents, - namely 5 photographs concerning the alleged deadbody of 
Netaji, three photographs of the wreekage of. alleged crashed plane or 

i 

planes, certificate for cremation of the alleged deadbody of Netaji 
issued by the Health and Hygene Deptt. of the Taihoku Municipality in 
1945; and many other documents including Habibur Rahaman’s statements, 

. P' ! i 

special files maintained by Nehru; intillegence report of the Govt, of 

- -fi^j . i$fj . ■ ■ 

* 

Wave 11; a few pages of Mount batten ■ s Binary; British Intelligence 
report, etc* - Mr* Khosla brazerly ignored them either as not 

permissible* according to some Evidence- Act or 'non-est* or 


an-sequittor * . 



out the copies of tfv 


Khosla did not ask the Govt. to 


findings of the Mac Arthur, Mountbatten* the British Countei 

i 

Intelligence Corp (CIC), Combined Services Detailed Intelligence Cent 


« aim ash was broadcast by the Tokyo Radio. 

No. - any do., rentary evidence to find out actual facts behind the? story 
of the aircrash and alleged death in it of Netaji, - Mr. Khosla did not 
cave for to analyse. No, - he did not take into any serious 
consideration of the evidences of 218 Japanese of Indian witnesses for 

judicial scrutiny, even evidence of the high dignitories of Japan or 
INA were of no concern for him, - he bluntly dispensed with them sink 




■ 

s tygmat i si ng them as 'unreliable', 'undependable' or 'gullible'. 

Col. Habibur Rahman was the lone INA companion with Netaji when the 

plane took off from Saigon on August 17, 1945 and it was only he and 

w -■ : 9 

nobody else, who could say what exactly happened to Netaji on August 

IS, 1945 next day. But Khosla brushed aside his evidence before * the 
Shah Nawaz Committee by calling it simply 'non-est' because he did not 
appear before the Khosla Commission, - although the Govt, submitted all 
the papers concerning his interrogations by j the Indian, British and 
American intelligence Agency and the statement he made before the Sha 
Nawaz Committee as valid documents for consideration of the Commission 
Can any inquiry about disappearance of Netaji be completed without 

J 

extremely caeful scrutiny of the various statements and evidence of 

Habibur Rahman ? 

How did Mr. Khosla came to has conclusion that Netaji died after th# 
aircrash at Taihoku hospital on Aug 18, 1945 ? Out of 224 witnesses he 

picked up only 4 Japanese, who claimed to have travelled in the sa 

> . ’ * • - |_ • / ,..2; \*x 1 

plane allegedly carrying Netaji and Gen. Shedei Tor Taihoku and 


1 
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d. 



doctor, who also claimed to have treated allegedly injured Netaji at 

■ 

Nonmoon Hospital at Taihoku. Khosla certifig^ these 5 witnesses as 
'witnesses of convincing truth.’ 

Could any of these 5 witnesses produce anykind of document by the 
e/ feet that 4 for them actually travelled in the same plane with Netaji 
or the fifth one medical ly treated Netaji ? A list with the names of 
the passangers were for the first time, the Govt. of Japan submitted 
before the Shah No. war Committee in 1956, i.e., 11 years after the 
alleged air accident and that too giving no' kind of verification about 
their travel permit. The doctor also failed to show any proof 
whatsoever to justifiably claim that he treated Netaji medically. Again 
none of these 5 Jap witnesses knew english or had even seen or met 
Netaji anytime before, except Lt. Col. Sakai and Majo?' Takahashi , two 
of the 5 witnesses. 

Again, none of these ‘most important witnesses’ Lt. Col. Nonogaki, 

Major Tara Kuno, Lt . Col. Sakai and Major Takahashi of Khosla’ s 

description were arrested or interrogated by the British or Americans. 

Di . Yoshimi was arrested in early 1946. Further, according to the 

Japanese report 7 or 8 persons survived after the crash and if it was 

so why other co-passangers vanished from Khosla ’s attention ? Why only 

Dr. Yoshimi was chosen to be Khosla’s 'prima dona’ witness although Dr. 

* 

Yoshimi said other two doctors, Dr. Tsuruta and Dr. Ishei also attended 
Netaji at the hospital ? 

(e) Why Khosla got himself convinced that Netaji definitely died in 
the aircrash ? Because these four co-passanger said so ? But even a 

casual analyst of the various' versions of statements of these four 

witnesses made before Shah Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission, - it 

! . 

will be very difficult for any person not to call them as pack of 
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l flippant Tiers. Again, why Kho-.ln excluded tk$* ul. he r l.wu doc t.oro from 1 

' !• 

the list of his star witnesses ? Because Drl Yoshimi claimed that he 

5 ‘ i i’ • . '*-7-; • • *' " * fK, " * - "V ■_ 1 3 

J “ f ' ’ 

signed the cremation certificate of 'Chandra Bose'. But did Khosla care 
to notice in whose name Dr. Yoshimi issued the death certificate ? 
According to the official document submitted by the Govt. of Japan 
before the Shah Nawaz Cdfnmitte and the Khosla Commission - Dr. Yoshimi 
issued the cremation certificate not in the name of Subhas Chandra 
Bose, but in the name of a Japanese soldier, - Ichiro Okura. 

( f ) Mo, Mr. Khosla should not be looked upon like a naive ex-Judge 
that lie himself did not realise how hallow could be his Judicial 

t 

Just i f i cast ion is absolutely depending on the evidence of only 

* - I 

' four- pi us --one ’ chosen witnesses in exclusion of 218 others. This will 
appear as nothing but like a make-believe story. To make his findings 
as much plausible as possible, he, therefore, preferred to devise a 

clever political thesis. He assumed that as the Japanese treated Bose 

* ' 

as no better than a ‘puppet’ and a 'pawn' for their war purpose, ^nd' 
with the 'end of the war’ 'his usefulness* was 'lost' and Bose turned 
to became a 'dispensable ally* for them. For such a man Japan did not 
like to take the risk to prepare a 'cut and tdry plan* for removing him 
out of the 'area controlled by the Allies*. ;Thus, according to Khosla 

* IT WAS NOT POSSIBLE TOR JAPAN TO PRESCRIBE AN EXACT SCHEDULE OF 

flight" and per chance getting two sets’ in a plane moving out of 

: 

Saigon with Gen. Shedei, Bose was shunted off from S.E.Asia. Further, 

JL 

it appeared to Mr. Khosla, this was an 'welcomed opportunity to be 

* 

relived of whast must in altered circumstances have been looked upon a 

liability." In coming to such conclusion’, what to speak of the 

I 

* 

testimonies of the Ministers of the Azad Hind Govt, and INA officers of 
the highest echelon, including Shah Nawaz Khan, even the evidence of 





y* 







the high Japanese dignitories like Lt._ Geiy Isoda, Col Tada, Jap 


Ambassador Hachia, Negeshe and others were bluntly ignored by a man 


called justice Khosla, an ex-judge of the Punjab High Court ! 
tg) About failure of japan to keep any record about any happening 
leading to alleged death and cremation of Dose, fir. Khosla devised 
another convenient alibi. He wrote in his findings that such things 
were quite naturel because of the 'chaotic condition’ prevailing after 
the* end of the war' . But what about Gen. Shedei , who was reported as 
being killed in the air crash on August 13, '194b . ? Gen. Shedei , who 

after being relieved of his post of the over-all command of the Burma 
Front was given in charge of the most prestigious Kwantang Army in 
Manchuria, - enjoyed a much higher status than Gen. Isamaya of the 
Formosan Army. Vfhy no record not an iota of .it - about Gen. Shedi was 

. i 

kept ? Till mid September 1945, Jap Army remained in undisturted. Mr. 
Khosla conventionally ignore, almost everything about Gen. Shedei. 

(h) After going through the Report of the Khosla Commission Inquiry, I 
felt it will be a national disgrace if a vigorous protest is not 
recorded against such an ill-coceived and politically motivated Report. 
On the day when the Khosla Report was placed on the Table of Lok Sabha, 


. 1 3 

I stood up and tore the Khosla Report to pieces and threw them in front 


of the Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi. Immediately, a hullabaloo 
was started from the Congress bench. But Mrs. Gandhi stopped them and 
ihe Speaker also said nothi ng . i 

(i) What I did was a gross violation of the' di sc : pi i ne of Lok Sabha. 

i 

t 

But; look ! no step was taken against me. Indeed, it was. a moral triumph 


of the protest against the sacrel igious repopt of Mr. Khosla. 


. 




(j) I moved two motions in the House -! one denouncing Khosla' s 


atrociously reprehensible remarks about Netaji; and the other, - for a 



!^tr? : v^vP •• v ’ . - . 
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full debate on the Heport of the Khosla Commission. 


Opportunity for moving the first motion came in the budget session 
of 197 5 . In my speech, when I cited, quoting from the heport, how 
Kjiusla tried Lu denigrate the Malm Kshatrya of Indian Revo 1 u t i o i n , the 
epic hero of our struggle for natioinai libera :i , - the whole House 
turned furious in condemnation of vulgarity of Khosla. At some point of 
the debale a linos I the whole House started roaring against Khosla, when 
Mrs. Indira Gandhi was found to rushing into Lok Sabha , She immediately 


stood up to inlervcns in the debate Lo say :' "the govt. did not accept 


THE 


St ■ 


«* ‘ wy 
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KHOSDLAS PERSONAL VIEWS ABOUT NETAJI OR FULL TEXT OF HIS REPORT, 

GOV'T * ACCEPTED ONLY ITS FINDINOS. " 1L WES tllC SeCOJlU UlOVH 1 

triumph against Khosla Report I Dut what remained of the findings if 

the full text of Lhc Report was noL accepLed ? Findings of the Khosla 

V | 

Commission is wholly based on the reasoning he made in the text of the 

I * ^ 

Report. 

! 

(kl Regrettably I did not get an opportunity to reply to the debaLe I 
raised nor could I avail an occassion to move my next motion as 

r 

Emergency was suddenly declared on June 25, 1975 and along other 
natioinai ist opposition leaders* I was also taken to detention in 
Rohtak Jail of Haryana State. Thus, my first motion was talked out in 


absence of its mover. 


i 


( l ) THE REPORT or THE KHOSLA COMMISSION WAS ADOPTED WITHOUT 
PRACTICALLY ANY DISCUSSION BY THE CAPTIVE PARLIAMENT 


DURING THE DAYS OF EMERGENCY. IT VAS NOT, ACCORD I NO TO 


GENERAL. PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE, - A NORMAL. APPROVAL OF 
THE REPORT IN A NORMAL SESSION OF LOK SABHA* THE 
COMMAND PERFORMANCE REPORT OF THE KHOSLA COMMISSION WAS 

ADOPTED BY THE CAPTIVE PARLIAMENT WITHOUT ANY DISCUSSION. 




vRi: 


i 


9. Why Khosla Report Cannot Be Accepted As Judicial Findings ? 



30 


(a) Why Khosla Commission’s Report and ItB jt^ndlngs cannot bo accepte 


jg 


as the Report of a Judicial Inquiry, I have discussed it point by point 


in my desserlative treaty, - 'Netaji - Dead or Alive ?’, This is wholly | 
based on the report of the Shah Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission 
and the documents, papers, notes, eLc. supplied by the Govt. to the 
Khosla Commission and the documents and reports ublished in the press, 
some JelLers found in the t'SA archives and my personal experiences of 
visit to Taiwan (former Formosa), every aspect of which I brought to 
the attention of Lok Sabha in some or other form of Parliamentary 
debates or discussions. 

licial 




Thus, why Khosla Report cannot be : accepted as any jud 

i 

findings I shall mention them in a nutshell citing annexure for each 
points. 

1 

(b) In 1977, coming back to Lok Sabha, I, raised a discussion for 

t 

consideration of the Report of the Khosla Commission. I spoke over, the' 

i «■ 

motion for about one hour and forty five minutes, demanding rejection 

i 

of Khosla Report, Every participants of Lok Sabha Members in the 
debate supported my demand. If the motion was put to vote, it would 

have been unanimously adopted, but as : other members wanted to 

i 

participate in the debate, the motion was adjouned for some time. 

■ , • i • , p * ‘ . ■ - ■ - ‘ : ■ f 

Meanwhile, Home Minister, Shri Charan ; Singh, told me that the 

■ 

debatq«convinced him that Khosla Report should bo scrapped but Lho 
bureaucrats of his Ministry opposed. He advised me to take up the issue^ 


at 

with the Prime Minister, before doing so, I 1 thought it desirable lol 

’ 1 ■ 


address a long letter to all the Cabinet Ministers stating reasons, in 

nutshell, why Khosla Report and Findings should be scrapped. 

I re-state those reasons for rejection of Khosla Report with the 

It.--.. \ 7 • 

elaborations wherever required. 


\ 
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Netaji’s death after the alleged air crash at Taihoku (Taipei) on Aug 

^18, 1945. 


[ ANNEXURE: NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE 

evidence: contradiction galore; p. os - i zb, ] 
ConlrodtcUor ( galor^:p , d3-i2e J , 




CHAPTER: JAPANESE 
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(b) evidence or chosen five : Ou t of 224 witnesses, who appeared 

before the Commission, Mr, Khosla selectively choose 5 Japanese 

1 

witnesses from among 20 of them and called the ‘most import witnesses* 

of 'convincing truth 1 - But on any impartial scrutiny of their 

* 

depositions, it will be found that they proved to be nothing but a set 

i 

*0f 5 flippant tiers. ■ 

T 

[ ANNEXURE; NET A JZ - DEAD OR ALIVE, CK. THE TRUTHFUL FOUR PLUS-ONE; 

P. 12P-143 ] , . 





(c) judicial perjury about csdic REPORT; Khosla deliberately ignored 

' 

to consider various statements made by Col. Jl&bibur Rahaman to various 

: i ' y* T 

interrogating against and his deposition before the Shah Nawaz 

i 
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■ 

Committee on plea that as Hahman did not appear before his Commission 
all statements and reports of interrogations etc. be treated as 

*non-est’. 

i 

But Mr. Khosla, wiLhout any quams of .conscience referred to many 
fuels of llabibur Rahman’s statements in his report and the building the 
basis of his reasonings behind the findings of the eport . For example, 
Kims 1 11 misS'C \am i tied 13 . C . Chakravar Ly , who, on behalf of Lhe Combined 
Service Detailed Intelligence Centre (CSDIC) [British Global Ministry 
Intelligence of the war days I. In course of his interrogation by Mr, 
Khosla, Chakravarty said; "..after analysing all reports that were in 

. <1 - sg 

HANDS AT THE TIME WITH THE CSDIC. XT WAS OBVIOUS THAT COL. I1ABZBUR 

RAHMAN TOLD LICS AND THE JAPANESE GOVT. CONCELEO FACTE, TMEIH REPLY VAC 


NOTHING OTHER THAN A PRODUCT OF CONSPIRACY KEGAROINQ 
■ s NETAJI S U6HAS CHANDRA ROSE ON AUO 18, 1P43. , ‘ NONE OF 

INTELLIGENCE OR ALLIED COMMAND) BELIEVED THAT THIS 


THE MOVEMENT Or 

THEM (THE BRITISH 

INFORMATION ABOUT 


NETAJI'S DEATH COULD BE CORRECT. " 

75-page report of the CSDIC 
countersigned by Col. Steninsion. 
submitted to its London Office on 


prepared by B. C. Chakravarty and 
head of its Indian Committee, 
31 Dec 1945. 

t 


then 

was 


at the 
Report 
at the 

CSDIC 


( 

Khosla did not make any comment about i B. C. Chakravar t ie ’ s evidence 

! 

time of his cross examination by him^ Although at no time CSDIC 

t 

t -? 

was produced before the Commission, yet Justice Khosla claimed 
time of writing his Veport Lhat the Govt, had shown him "25-page 

Report, which showed that 13, C. Chakravarty indulged in ’reckless 


l ies ’ . 

It was in reality 
jurist like Mr. Khosla 


i 

of reckless indulogence in judicial perjury by a 
because CSDIC report was never produced before 
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the Commission. What Mr. Khosla might have Seen was the 25-page Repori 

•"■■'■■ .. ! : ' ~V£ . 

of Figgess, who conducted inquiry on behalf; of the Govt, of Wavell. He 
Irjed to cover up him perjury by writing in a no L her olaee of his report 

that "The report prepared by Lt . Col. Figgess was based on the record 
of ilabibur Rahman's i nm Ler r oga t i on carried out by CSDIC” . 

This is an absurd plea as thewre was no hint anywhere in Fiogges 
Report LhaL it included any part of the report of CSDJC. The Global 
Intelligence Agency (CSDIC) was bound to treat its report as very 
secret and submit its only to its London Office. Again, Figgess report 
was submitted to the Govt, of India on Octo 8, 1945, whereas CSDIC 
report was submitted to its London Office on Dec 31, 1945. 


This is fact that Figgess in his report appeared to support the 

story of Netaji's death but with a big rider that it might also be a 

"master deception pla n . " 


Mr. Khosla deliberately indulged in worst kind 
perjury. Otherwise lie could find no way to roach his 


of judicial 
preconceived 


i 

conclusion to confirm the report of Netaji’s deaLh. 



.. ;; 


- r 





( ANNCXURC; 'N«tajt — Dead or Alive ?*, Chapter: vhat - Uabtbur Rahman 
ReveaUipp* Id5-i70. 3 * 


(tl) Further, Why Habibur Rahman’s Statements Treated as ’Non-osl’: 


(i) Most of the vital Japanese witnesses like Lt. Gen. Isoda, Chief of 

f .IT ' ! 


p' the Hikari Kikan, Col. Tada, Staff Officer of 


F.M 


Tarauchi ’ s 


Headquarter, Haphia - Jap Ambassador to the Azad Mind Govt., Negishi, 



- special emmissary of Tarauchi and other ami Shah Nawaz Khan, Debnath 


■:S:p- 


Das, Gulzara Singh, Abid Hasan, S. A. Ayer and other Ministers of the 


Azad Hind Govt, and high-ranking INA officers and E.Bhaskasran, 


dm&s 


Netaji’s confidential P.A. -all of them told the Commission that 
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Netaji 's destination after Lake off from Saigon on Aug 17, 1945 was 

Soviet Russia. Even Mr. Khosla admitted this fact in many places of his 

- _ r . 7 \ 

r epor t . 

, Du 1 Habibur Rahman was only exception, who Lolcl the same story, 

repeatedly to all - ’no. Netaji intended to go to Tokyo Lo have 
consultation with Jap authority and then relurn within two/three days 
Lo Stngapur Lo surrender Lo the British along with his Ministers and 
IN A men. ' 

(ii) Habibur Rahman told Shah Nawaz CommitLee that Netaji and Gen. 
Shedei spent the night of 17Lh Aug 1945 in Morin Hotel ast Tourane. Out 
when Shah Nawaz Committee visited Tourane, the Hotel owner denited it. 

(iii) Habibur Rahman said that there was a big sound of an explosion 

before the plane crashed, buL no oilier co-passanger agreed with this 

% : 

' 1 vers i oi n . 

Civ) Habibur Rahman's version about the plane crash differed yery 

1 <t 

materially from others. 

(v) Habibur Rahman CH.R) said that Netaji had about 4-inches cut on 

t 

his head after the crash which all others denied, - including Dr. 

I 

Yoshimi. ! 

(vi) II. R told Shah Nawaz Committee that as soon as the plane crashed 

afLer nose-drive and broke near the ‘Turrent’ he asked Netaji, 'Age ne 

1 

niklaye, Age se’. How could he say so 7 According to description of 

■ r' v. n M , 


r 


I 


i 


i * 


ail, the plane carrying Netaji, Gen. Shedei and others was a ‘newert 

♦ f 

type bombor 1 without any sitting ur rangoments or senL-belLs. if it was 
so after nose-dive crash all passangers and 1 their loads would have 
jumbled before the Cock-pit of the plane. Still, according to 
description of the Japanese witnesses, some .of them rushed into the 
Cock-pit and came out of it. In such a chaotic condition inside plane, 

t 

i , • ' ' ' :ry ; 
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as described, how could Netaji movo f orwurdi and ■'ffe L out of the plane ? 


. • 

£££ 


There are material differences in descriptions about how Nelaji got-oul 

of the plane. 

__^4\ 1 [ J !1 . R claimed that as Nelaji *s bush-shir l caught f i re , - he Look it 
off f rom Nelaji *s body, but his trouser remained practically unaffected 
by fire. All the o Liter' Japanese passasngers , . who clas'imcd to have 
tra% •' t 1 oil with Liu: plant* challenged Hah i bur Rahman Lu say , — no, jL was 
they who toot off both the bush shirts and the trouser f roir, his body 
and he was lying on the ground wholly naked and he was taken to tiie 
hospital in that naked condition. Du L Hat) i bur Rahman n I ways ins is tod 
that Nelaji *s trouser remained mostly uneffecLed. 
y-(viii) H.H sometimes said he was also kept in the same room in the 
Nonmoon Hospital at Taihoku but on different occassion told, - no, he 

w s as removed to an adjacent room. Rahman further said that Nctaji 

r 

remained most of the time in a state of Coma, but Dr. Yoshini claimed 
Lhat he often talked with Netaji. but Rahman added a miracle in this 
story when he said that just before Netaji breathed his last he woke up 
and almost like a normalman diclaLed the following statement to him i 


i 

HAVE rOUOHT TO THE LAST TOR INDIA'S INDEPENDENCE AND NOV X AM DIVING MV 


LIFE IK THE SAME ATTEMPT. 


countrymen! continue THE INDEPENDENCE riOIITl 

I 




RE FOR E LONG INDIA WILL RE FREE I 

j 

Rahman kept this statement in writing along with his stastement 
that he drafted on Aug 24, 1045 for keeping jit along with the so-called 

r # 

ashes of Netaji* 

Bui strangely, the same Habibur Rahman told Shah Committee that 

such statement was made to him soon after the air crash when Netaji was 

" ■ j 

lying injured and bleeding in the air-field at Taihoku, 


i 


■'V. . 


However, Dr, Vashini told Shah Nawaz Committee Bose never made any 

’ 
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was 


such statement, in the hospital. * 

(ix) U.R in iti s account said that after he expired Netaji’s body 

removed. Rut where In* could not say. Then it was said by some witnesses 
that Netaji’s body was kept in the same room inside a coffin written 
over it in big letters, - ’Chandra Bose' in Kata Kana Japanese 
language, liabibur did not support this version. 

(x) Habihur Rahman told Shall Nawaz Committee that "Netaji 's body was 
kepL in a sandal wood box and the coffin was escorted by two lories of 
Japanes soldiers and stuff of the Hospital and Japanese officers in 4 

j; 

staff cars. In one of Ihe cars, a Japanese Gen. (probably garrison 

pommander) also came ... Japanese soldiers and escort paid 

j : 

comp I iments . . . a Japanese priest was also present." But Itahman could not 
recollect any of the name of the military or medical staff, who 
accompanied to cremation centre. This version of the cremation 
arrangement was not supported by any Japanese witness. No doctor and no 
medical staff admitted that they accompanied the Coffin, - even the two 
most flippant4 Jap witnesses who claimed to ;be present in every scene 
from the flight of the aircraft from Saigon till alleged death of 

i 

Netaji in Nonmon Hospital, even those 'Lt . Col. Nonogaki, Major 

i 

Tarakuna, LI. Col. Sakai and Major Takahashi managed to vanish from the 
most vital scene in confirmation of alleged death of Netaji. Even Gen. 
Isamaya or Gen. Andoi denied if any senior officer attended cremation. 
v)nly Capt. Nagoloma and interpreter Nagaoo were present ac cording to 
all reports, at Lhe time of cremaLion. No military honour and nothing 


ol the kind was shown. 

About cremation liabibur Rahman made miserably contradictory 

statements before (a) C.I.C (Figgess) Report, dated 29.9.45; (b) CSDIC 

Report No. 1156, dated 31.12.45 and (c) Shah ; Nawaz Khan Comm It tee on 

'' ' itl • 


— *( x i j Rahman told CSDIC thaL cremation 

was 

done on 

22nd 

Aug 1945 

and 

"after Bose's body was taken out of 

the 

Co f f i n 

and 

p 1 aced 

in 

the 

furnace. The door of the Coffin was i 

auk o d 

and the 

key 

was kep l 

by 

LJie 


Japanese military off jeer. 

Out Iialimasn told Shah Nawaz Committee that cremation was done on 
201 h August and after the door of the furnace was locked, "I kept the 
key overnight." 

he again told CSDIC that on Sept 23, 1945, "3/4 Japanese visited 

the crematorium when ashes of Bose were collected and placed in a 
wooden box. ..then taken to a Japanese temple in the city, 

Rahman, however, said to Shah Nawaz Committee that, "On the 
morning of Aug 21, 1945, I went to the crematorium accompasn i ed by 2/3 

Japanese ... opened the furnasce with key which was with me." 

(xiii) About the date of cremaLion - (A) Habibur Rahman recorded in* 
his written statement Lhat it was 22.8.1945. (Ii) 15 days after the 
statement he told Mrs. Anandatnohan Sahay, wife of the Secretary General 
of the Indian Independence League and S. A. Ayer in Tokyo that cremastion 

took place on 20th August "with full military honour". About the 

1 

'military honour' both Gen. Isamaya and Gen. Ando told Shah Nawaz 

s 

Committee Lhat "only a major, named NugaLomo attended the funeral"; (C) 

Again, he told CIC that on Sept 29, 1945, Major NagaLomo informod 

\ 

Rahman on Aug 21, 1945 that the body was cremated" and, "on Aug 22, 

1945, the ashes were removecl by Nakamura and Major Nagalomo, {it is to 

BE NOTED THAT HABIBUR RAHMAN TOLD OTHERS THAT ASHES WERE REMOVED BY 

him). CD) Rahman told CSDIC on 31.12.45 that "on Aug 22, 1945 at about 
10. GO hrs Bose’s body was removed to crematorium. On Aug 23, 1945 

t 

ashes of Bose were collected; (£) And finally Rahman made a statement 


*&$.# tmmmmmm* * • 
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before Shah Nawaz Comm iL toe on 6.4.56, "On Aug 20, 1945", Netaji’s body 

\ i 


”* was cremated and "on the morning of Aug 21,- 1945 collected same ashe 


8" 




from Lhe furnace. 

Louk 1 how Habibur Rahman gave different dates about cremation of 
the alleged body of Netaji and collection of alleged ashesl 
Cxiii) In moments of human weakness Habibur Rahman showed his wollen 
jumper later to Satya llanjan Bakshi , late Sankasrlal , Debnuth Das, and 
other close associates of Netaji that it was Lhe dress he had on his 


body on the day of alleged air accident and Netaji was wearing Khaki 
ShirL and trouser. When he was asked, - how_ could it happen Llmt his 

’ ~,4*. :rr - VU »• W 

more inflamuhlc woolen dress remained unaffocLod buL Netaji’s less 


r 


igniLable Khaki dress got4 instaneous fire ? llaboibur Hahman was seen ^ 


fumblingly saying "I am a soldier. Don's cross-examine me, please I 


S 




4 


Cxiv) Dr. Kasliwal, personal physician of Netaji told Khosla 
Commission tliaL he examined the dried up spots of so called injuries in 
the body of Habibur Rahman. He claimed that he got burnt4 when ‘he was 
trying to putout fire around the body of Netaji. It was found that 
although there was some fading marks over the dorse Is of his two hands, 
there was not a single mark of burn or so in the palms of his two 

hands. Dr. Kastiwal said that it was impossible to think llabibur Rahman 

* 

used the dorsels of his hands to ext inguish 1 f ire , but not his palms and 

I 

conclude that some fading masrks in the dorsels of his hands and in one 

side of his face appeared as acid burns. 

(xv) llaboibur Rahman gave *a rectangulasr wrist watch with little burnt f 

leather band through Bhulabhai Desai to Sarat Chandra Hose, while he g 

* 

was clapped in Red Fort saying that it vias the watch Netaji was < 
wearing, >hen the plane crashed and caught fire. But, first*/, whend 


the watch was opened on asking by Bhulabhai, it was found that the oil 

j 
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Inside remained completely unaffccled though it was subjected L» beat 
of the fire that engulfed Netaji according to Rahman. Secondly, all tho 


photographs or NcLaji, without any exception showed Lha L l ie always used 
round wrist watch and iL was supported by ail INA officers and 
Ministers of Azud liind GovL. NcLaji ’s personal valet Lold Shah Nawaz 
Comm it Lee. "Netaji had only one round wrist watch. He was wearing the 
same wrist watch on lib is last journey.” 


.cl 
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f 


54*- 




Mi'. Kiiusla sureptitously quoted from Ilabibur Rahman’s statements 

and his evidence before Shah Nawaz Committee, UuL refused lo LreaL tltem 
as any evidentiary material for consideration, although the Govt, 
placed them before the Khosla Commission as valid documents for 
examination. Only Habibur Rahman could say the last word about what 

actually happened to Netaji on Aug i8, 1945. It should be viewed 

*r 

asabsurd, impossible and even rediculous to think of reaching any 
conclusion regarding the inquiry about disappearance of Netaji without- 
in-depth scrutiny of all the statements of Habibur Rahman made before 
CIC, CSDCf^Lttd Habibur Rahman. But Mr. Khosla adopted this trickery, 
because H^jRbur Rahman’s various statements proved to be a mess of c 
onfusion to camouflage the escape plan of Netaji and if Mr. Khosla 
considered them with a free judicial mind it would not have been 

t 

■- ■ ,*sr-r. •; • - ' 

possible for him to make any attempt to reach a pre-conceived i 
conclusion as he did in his Inquiry Report 






| ANNtXURC; NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE ?, CHAPTER: WHAT HAH IE) U H 
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RAHMAN 




1945, after studying '4-Top Secret' signals found at Bankolt after 
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surrender of Japan [ret. "NETAJI - dead ce alive t , r. 210-2101. 

^ 1 

*■ THERE WAS A PLA.< OF THE PART OF THE 1IIKAR1 K1KAN TO ALLOW BOSE TO 

ECCAPC AND TO FUDUSH A FALSE STORY REGARDING HIS DEATH. . . THIS FILE OF 
TELEGRAMS (P. 21^-2171 ALONG WITH NUMEROUS OTHER DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE 
BEEN PURPOSELY LEFT FOR THE BRITISH FIND THEM. ALTHOUGH AT THIS 

STAGE ONE CANNOT RULE OUT THE POSSIBILITY' OF POSE BEING STILL ALIVE, 

THIS FIDE OF TELEGRAMS CONTAIN FOUR MOST IMPORTANT INFORMATION, WHICH 
GIVES AN IDEA OF THE PLAN TO ALLOW BOSE TO ESCAPE AND TO PUBLISH FALSE 

STORY REGARDING HIS DEATH. ~ 

(MAINFILE-H3MISC. INA,Z73 r SUB;SUBHAS CHANDRABOSE,P . iO, I 

• ’ • ■ t 

1 

r 

Again according to ’Top Secret* record of the "Extract from Allied 
Land Forces f S.E.A No* 57 for weak ending, November 2, 1945 Hr* Young of 

the Intelligence Division, C.i.C.B, II, G. SACSEA received a letter from 
W Nckwr ighL of Figgess team after "conducting further inquiries at 
Tailiaku and Tokyo, stating, "...it is beyond doubt that he ibosei had 

I 

PLAN TO GO UNDERGROUND * - * THE JAPANESE HAD UNDERTAKEN TO GIVE ROSE 

1 

NECESSARY PROTECTION* 

Mr. Young wrote back to Me Kwrighl, the captured signals state 

THAT HI AT MSX*MJOMT IM TAIRClKU H<lftPITAV AHfS TW^T fiftfVY 

1 

VAS flown to TOKYO BY THE FORMOSAN ARMY* DOMiJI ON THE OTHER HAND STATES 


THAT HE DIED IN JAPAN* WHICH HASIBUA STATES THAT HE WAS 


CRE MASTED- . . IN 


fSfcgfr--:-- 


TAIHOKU* THE DISCREPANCY HERE IS GREAT AND APPEAR SUSPICIOUS. Ihl 

-Z*~ 

ABDITION, IF IT IS A DECEPTION* PLAN, IT IS ONI WHICH HAS SEEN EXTREMELY 

carefully and ingeniously organised. “ 

Even as late as March, 1946, two Britisli InLe 1 1 igence ... remarked 




"ASHES MAT NOT BE BOSES' AND "SO THE MYSTERY REMAINS UNSOLVED." 

I • .V™ ' • 


Bn Mi 


[Extract, Top Secret, SlO/CS/ 1, dt. 1.3.46J.* 





41 







After about continuous examinatioin of 'Col. Habibur Rahman 


Officer commanded, "it is considered that zven if rahman was in the 


HIS MANNER IS NOT 


ICN □ V OF BOSE'S PLAN, HE WOULD NOT DISCLOSE THEM 


[Secret: No . 1 400/23/SE ; CSDIC, Red Fo 


preparing his Report. The British and the American intelligence firmly 


believed that, Japan prepared 'carefully organised 


Bose, but Kilos la concluded just the reverse- in his Report 


II. Taiwan Inquiry Soul, tied By Khosla : 

■v 


i 


ia . 


(i) It was the India’s sacred natioinal duty to send an expert.. 

intellgence team to Taiwan (Formosa) soon after Pandit Nehru became the 

* & 

Premier of Intereim Govt, in 1946, - atleast after he got the authority 


of Prime Minister's office in 1947. If an on-the-spot inquiry was done 




within 2/3 years of the alleged aircrash reportedly involving Netaji, - 


all mystery about it would have been solved. 


I 


However, Pandit Nehru not only opposed taking any initiative ii 
this regasrd, but when after 11 years he refused to allow Shah Nawaz] 

■ ■■ 'if *'■/" ' v' i .-•••• *■ 

Committee La visit Taipei (Taihoku), although all asrrangements for- i 
was made by former foreign miniseter of Japan, SigcmiLju. Almost 
similarly, although permit for inquiry in former Taihoku (Taipei) was 



secured after ceaseless struggle inside the Parliament, butit was 

MR 


surreptitiously scuttle'’ by Mr. Khosla. 


* 

Three of us of the Natioinal Commi t Lee -reached Taipej a few days 

i 


■ 


I 
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in advance to prepare the background for proper inquiry. Wo meL Dr. kur 
Cheng kan, the third leading personality of Taiwan besides Madam Chiang 

Kai Slick and her ^ion , und with Ins help mee Chief of their S.L.Asiai. 
Bureau, Governor of Taiwan, Police Chief, Intelligence Chief. Head of 
the Municipal bureau, Chief of the Natioinal Library, Directors of 
various news papers and various other important persons of Taiwan. All 
of them agreed lo help the inquiry Commission. 

We got the first shock from Khosla, when we went to the airport, 
lie unsol i c i lous 1 y congratulated me by saying, "Mr. Guha, you have done 
a great-job. Delhi Times of India reported that you have already found 
out a nurse, who corroborated the fact about Netaji's death. After all , 
our job is to find out the truth." I strongly pro Lose led, BuL Mr. 
Khosla betrayed Lo us how his pre-fixed mind was working. 

Hr. Khosla comm i L teed another Lhis mischief by holding a press 
conference in his Prince Hotel, immediately af lerreaching Taipai . On 
hearing this we rushed lo prevent such a mov-e. Full-fledged press meet 
was stopped, but the mischief was already done. Next day, all news 
papers reported, "According to Mr. Khosla, Chairman of the Inquiry 
Commission}, all the Japanese witnesses confirmed Bose's death report." 

The Ihird and the worst shock came to us, when Mr. Khosla refused 
lo write or make any request to the Chief of the S.ii. Asian Bureau for 
helping the Commission to enable it to hold inquiry. The Govt. of 

%r ' " ” -.'fT.; ••• ’■ gp9E 

Taiwan took a stiff attitude by taking the decision not to, allow the 
Commission to hold any inquiry in the soil of Taiwan unless Khosla 
soughl permission from the Govt. On our fervant pleading with Dr. Ku 

and others, agreed to allow the Commissioin to hold inquiry, but rather 
reluctantly. However, the Press people and the S.E. Asian Bureau and 
many members of Taiwan Parliament helped us very sincerely and honoured 
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us, including Mr. Khosla, wiLli dinner and rcccplioin. 

; 

";:i; Ve desperately, drew out our plan and forced Mr. Khosla to follow 

Llirm. Accordingly we made Lhe first move to inspect the airport und 
its surrounding. We carried with us Lliree plio Log r aplis of wrecked plane, 
that were suppl ied b> the Govi of Oupan to. Shah Nawaz Comini L Luc ami 
Khosla Commission. We simply dragged Mr. Khosla Lo the airport. lie 
f irst refused Lo get down from the jeep. but ultimately he was 
compelled Lo \isit Llie Metero logi cal office of the airport. 

The Chief Meteorological Officer told us that wind b lows during 
the month of August from North to South and as plane always take off 
against the wind current, Lhe reported plane crush might have occurcd 
at t lie northern end of the airport and not at the southern end never 
near the Japanese temple and across the Kee. Lung river and the old 
railway line beyond the southern end of the old airport,, which was 
lying parallel Lo the present airport. We further came Lo, know from. 


Lhe airport poeople that, Lliere was no aircrash at Taihoku in Lhe year 

1915, but one B-52 American bomber and two Japanese fighter bombers 

crashed in the airfield in 1944. (Later this information was 

corroborated by other Taiwanese also). * 

Wo requested Mr. Khosla Lo lukc record of this views of Lhe 

Meteorological Officer. But Khosla angrily! refused and rushed back 

towards the jeep. No, we did not allow him to escape from the airfield, 

-! ‘ ■ - . 
We showed him the three photographs of the wreckages of the plane and 

requeseted him to compare (he hilly background of the photographs with 

Lhe existing hilly topography along the three sides of the airport. It 

clearly showed that the three plane-wreckages could not be wreckages of 

any single pla' j, even if their were shapped from different ang es . 
Again with a queer grimache in his face Khosla refused to record 
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(in) Wo again practical iy dragged him to the reported place of 
^aircrash near the Japanese temple next 'day.' Old railine from the crash 

t 

spol was shifted further south, but the Japanese temple ^ nd the river 
* 

kce Lung wiLhuul4 any bridge over it were there while inspecting the 
place a pertinent pom‘,4 aroze, that, according to evidence of Nonogai 
and Tara Kuua , others, injured Nelaji and Habibur Rahman was quickly 
takeud to Nonmon Hospital. But as there was no bridge over the Kee Lung 
river, it required quite a long time to detour the main city to reach 
spot near the Japanese temple to take Netaji and Rahman and others to 

i 

Hospital. Mr. Khosla showed some accommodating attitude to record this 
aspect, b ut in his final report he mentioned nothing about it. 

(iv) We also inspected the crematoSr i urn . The man, who was in charge of 
the crematorium died and his son was then working in his place. When 

^Khosla showed him a pholograph from Harin Shah’s book describing it Lo 
be the photograph of the man in charge of CremaLonum, he flatly denied 
that. it was his father’s photograph. Mr. Khosla showed much interest 
about the Crematorium and its furnace, measured the opening of the 
furnace, if a Coffin could be pushed inhlo it. lie record his 
inspectiohn. 

(v) ll.V.Kamalh, Prakash Vir Shastri and Mulka Gavindu Reddy - three 
very prominent members of the Parliament visited Taiwan on invitation 
from one of its private organisation. All of them told the press and 
Khosla Commission that the* Mayor of Taipei held an inquiry on orders 
from Chiang.Kai Shek, Head of the Govt, of Taiwan to verify if any 
aircrash involving Subhas Chandra Bose took place at Taihoku (Taipei) 
airport on Aug 18, 1945. The Mayor report . that no such aircrash 

x&fr&z ^ ,-Tj.r „ vr ■ ■'* • . . j 

occurred The Govt, of Taiwan was prepared to provide a cor/ of the 


1 







Mayor's Report, provided Mr. Khoslas wrote to them. Hut the Indian 

''jurist flatly refused to write to the S.E. Asian Bureau of the Taiwan 

Govt, and we thus failed to secure a most vital document to prove that 

there was. at all, no a i rerash at T a i hoku on Aug 18, 1945. Khosla 

mentioned about the report of the Mayor in his Report, but he simply 

discarded it as the report of an individual, though the Mayor was Die 
v h j (■ : Administrator oT Taipei appointed b> the Gu\ l , of Taiwan. 

(iv:) The wurst of the sabotage of the inquiry at laipei, Mr. Khosla 

did was on Die last day of the session of the Commission. On Dial day a 
middle-aged Taiwanese witness Y.R. Tseng deposed before the Commission 
firmly staling that in 1944 he was a student of a school near about the 
^ Japanese temple and the old railway line, lie and others of his school 
found a plane to crash sometime in the month of September or October, 
while it was landing. All the passengers in it perished. The Japanese 
airport authority asked the school boy to help clearing the wreckage of 
the crashed plane from the airfield. 

After hearing this revealing evidence of Tseng, Mr. Khosla began 
to niddle and redicule the witness, when the Taiwanese witness 
furiously challenged Khoslas to bring atleast 15 of his oLJier 
classmates, who participated in wreckasge clearance, before the 
Commission to tell Dio same story of Liu* airorash. 

However, in spite of our written pleading Khosla flatly refused to 

; 

VXtend session of Die Commission by oneday atleast. Yes, Mi'. Khosla did 

r 

stay at Taihoku one-dav more and that was for buying a suitablke 
present for Die Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi . 

Thus all our hopes to collect most viLal evidence and an 
' *~ref j=tab J e document to prove that no plane crashed at all in Taihoku 
airport on Aug 18, 1945 were dashed by the pre-fixed mental attitude of 
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Mr . 


hbos } us Lo support the findings of the Shall, Nawaz Comm it Leo. 

— - On returning Lo India, I missed no time Lo raise the matter of 

khosla's rclucLance to hold free, fair and proper inquiry at Taipei in 
oo- opera L ion of the Govt, of Taiwan and extend the session of the 
Commission atlcasl by one day, - Lite then Minister of External Affairs, 
SanJar Swasran Singh replied that what Mr. Khosla did, - he had done so 
on his own responsibility. 

I iflNEXURE! NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE, CH. A, DIFFERENT STORY FROM TAIWAN, 

P . 4P-64 . J 

1 2 . Khosla Inquired Nothing About Gen. Shedei : 

C*i) Gen. Shedei, newly designate Commander-ri n-Ch i ef of the prestigious 
KwariLung Army was going in the same plane with Netaji Lo assume charge 
of^lhc Manchurian war front. What happened to this General whose sLaLus 
was much higher than Gen. lsamaya and Gen. Ando of the Formosan Army 
after the alleged crash ? It was said that the General instantaneously 
died in the alleged plan crash. And what happened about any inquiry 
about him by the Formosan Govts., showing him necessary military honour 

I 

before his cremation and reporting about his death to Tokyo ilq. 
nobody could say anything about Lhis very high-ranking general. Only a' 
non-descripL ground officer of the Taihoku .airport, Nagatomo claimed 

that he was entrusted to perform. the cremation of Gen. Shodoi , without 

: wBr r 'i 

anybody else having any knowledge about it. Could such a story be 

I 

bel ipved . 

(uj In the ‘ MILITARY RECORD ON DEATH OF OEN. T. SHEDEI ’ Supported by 

.... * i - ~ 

the Secretary of the Ministry of External Affairs to Shah Nawaz 

CommHtee and Khosla Commission, - it was seen that Genl . Shedei’ s 

i . , , p. 

'cause of deaeth was - death by war' and the certificate was issued by 


■’ - • u -fi * "■ 



‘T?i 

-■■ tt- 

the CHIEF OF THE KOREAN AND MANCHURIAN ,> AFFAIRS SECTION 



A 


DEMOBILISATION BUREAU, DEMOL1S ATION AGENCY, Ryu-SEN-MAN No. ABB. 

After Aug 15, 1945, only active war field for Japan was Manchuria 

and if Gen. Shedei died in war, it should be somewhere in Manchuria. In 

his record it was stated about his ‘Position - ALlached to Military 

Headquarter in Manchuria* - and that was the reason why his record was 
issued hv ‘Korcaud and Manchurian Affairs Seel ioin. * 

When it was pointed out to Mr. Khosla at the time of the 

proceeding of the Commission that ‘the document was nothing but a 
fraud’, Mr. khoslas responded, “yes, it appears to be fraud". But Mr, 
Khosla instead of analysing the mystery about death and cremation of 
Shedei at Taihoku and inquiring anything from the family members of 
Gen. Shedei, when the Commission was in Tokyo, — most gleefully 

recorded in his final Report about the Inquiry that Gon. Shedei 's 
pension cerLificaLe added a corroboration about Nolaji’s death. 


■ 


[ ANNEXURE: NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE; SUB. CHAPTER: WHAT HAPPENED TO CEN„. 
SHEDEliP. 238-245 I 




I 


]3. Five Photographs Were Not Accepted As Evidentiary Materials ; 


t 

m\ 




m 




(a) Govt, of Japan submitted 4 photographs, saying that they were 

I 1 v 

photograph of - u> dead body of netaji. coveredin a canvas bundle, 


(III AN URN REPORTEDLY CONTAINING THE ASHES ! OF NETAJI, ail) PHOTOGRAPH 


* 


BANDAGED HAfilBUR RAHMAN , 1 AND (IV) BANDADOED HABIB UR RAHMAN SITTING 

BY THE SIDE OF AN URN SAID TO BE CONTAINING NETAJIS ASHES. 

Habibur Rahman said that at his insistance an other photograph of 


i 




the alleged uncovered dead body of Netaji wa.s also taken without his 

t 


face. But this photograph was not submitted to either the Inquiry 
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1 

1 

I 


Commit tec or Commission. Why ? According ter ^Tlabibur Rahman, Netaji’s 
face got swollen, but he could recognise the face of Netaji, - then, 

why others of the 1NA and Nclaji's associate would not have recognised 
[i ? Why a bunddled photograph was taken ? Why photograph of an 


uncovered body of Netaji was not taken, if such a body existed at all ? 


i ■ 




E'lmLugraph of an uncovered body of Netaji, - if he really died, even 
with swollen face, could prove. - if il was rrqu i red after forensic 
test . - could have convinced any one that Netaji really died in an 

aircrasli. The mystery about Netaji would have been solved aionoo. These 
photographs , instead of clearly proving the story abouL Netaji’s death, 
Lhey very pointedly indicated exisLanoe of a sccreLivc deception p I un 
about the sLory of Netaji’s death. 

Indeed, these phoLographs verily disproved the story of Netaji’s 

death than proving it. That was why Mr. Khosla refused to accept them 

* 

as any evidentiary material for inquiry, though they were submitted-iy; 
the Govt, of Japan. 


Hr. khosla in his Report noted "the same fjvk photographs are not 


HI 


being reueo upon, . . " in any event, it seems that there was no point in 

1*1 

taking photograph of Dose's face, because he had sustained such 


extensive burns that his face was unrecognisable. But in the same 
sentence he concluded by adding contradictor iy "...though in the form 


or his body ano his manner or resemble remained to make identification 


Ml 

Possible. 


Again Habibur Rahman fiever said that ‘Netaji sustained extensive 
burns’, - on the contrary he said that his Lrouser remained unaffected 

and only his bush shirt caught fire and his head got bleeding injury. 
Then he further said that after “ removing the lid of the coffin 


HE COULD RECOGNISE THE FACE OF NETAJI. * 


- 



The Minis try of Foreign Affairs of the Govt, of Japan submit ts > 
'cremation portii'l ssued by the Health and iiygen Bureau of I » > 

Municipal Office as that of Mr, Subhas Chandra Bose. If was asserted . 
the Govt. of Japan as a pus i I ive jiroof of Nelaji ‘s death. 

We could with help of Dr. Ku and Taipei police Chief find out an 
85-year old gentleman, hi Chen CJu i , who was in charge of Cremation 
Department of Taihoku (Taipei) Municipality in 1945. He said some day 
in late 1945, a Japanese military officer came to his office with a 
Coffin placed in a truck for cremation permit. Generally, such a permit 

is given after physical verification of thej deadbody by open i ng the 

X. 

Coffin, But the Japanese Officer ordered him not to open the Coffin and 

I 

straightway issue the cremation permit issued by the doctor. Being a 

■ ^ * 

subordinate officer he did as ordered. Mr. Li Chin Qni did not agree 

i 

to appear before the Commission unless Taipei Govt, asked for it, for 
fear of his pension in his old age. 

The Cremation permit was written in Japanese, and on translasti 

* 

into English, it was found to be the death certificate of a non 

JAPANESE SOLDIER, ICHIRO OkURA, BORN ON APRIL P, iPOl, DIED ON 

iP, 1P45 DUE TO HEART FAILURE. HIS BODY VAS CREMATED ON AUO 22, 4P43, 

yL 

Shah Nawaz Committee treated the permit certificate document a 

- v _ 

’very valuable* » but Khola rejected thepi as "documents ha vino n 




EVIDENTIARY VALUE AT ALL 



When the Japanese officer of the 
npi'l why a cremation certificate was 
answered in written reply, ‘since death 
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Externa i 
issued in 

I 

OF MR » 





Affairs M 
a d i 



If Hr. t.ho? In was jr-niiy i nt e re s ted in finding the truth about 


di s appeal a nee of Netaji on Aug 1C, 1945, he co’-ld have found the clue 

of ijwi. i (i i ii j.h.it) in Mil-. < i mini- ion permit. 

[aNNEXUFE: NETA.fi - DEAD OR ALIVE. SUB. CHAPTER: FARE DEATH AND CREMA- 

tioincertificate;p. 231 - 250 ] . 


1 5 . 4 -Tap Secret’ Documents Found At Banket And Correspondence Betan 

Major > cuing of Intelligence Division, Cl CP. HGC AOSC A And Met write 

ignored by I* ho? la 

. 

These correspondences made between two top officers of Mac Arther’s 
V team and Figyess team were not given any- attention by Khosla. These two 

teams dealt with inquiring at Tokyo and Taihoku soon after the report 

Jo 

of alleged air crash on Aug 10, 1945 at Taihoku and various 
interrogations of Habibibur Rahman . These two high-ranking officers 
belonging to Allied Inquiry from Singapore and US Pacific Inquiry from 
Mac Arthurs Headquarters, after inquiry described the story of Netaji’s 
death as a 'deception plan ... inginiously organised.’ 

$ I 

These documents were found in the few pages of Mount batten * s * 
Diary pro before Shah Nawar Committee and Khosla Commission. 

I ANNEXUREfNETAJI-DEADORALIVE.P. Z13-21p] 

aUv k , } 

V 

16. Nehru and Indira Gandhi's Special File - Stated As 'Missing or 


Destroyed' Not Given Attention by Khosla 






' ' - ’ ‘ • fr "' '"• ■ • . • "- ••>. -v • • i 

' -■ • ■■■' •■ . • - ^ • ’■■ ■■ 

! ^ - _? v ■„ . - 

Inside the package of the official documents produced before the 

* 

Khosla Commission, were found to contain o list of about 30 secret 


• - .sicat, 



file? of Nehru and Indira Gandhi about the alleged death of Netaji. 
These files, which were* maintained by Md. Yunus were stated as "missing 
or papers destroyed" . These files showed that many secret files were 

'not serially listed and as such, what were the subjects that these 

m 

files contained, nothing could be l: nown. Prime Minister's Special 
Files dealt with subjects like - ? i J Indian Nat ioi rial Army 'PA) in the 

'\a/ 

Far Chet. in) INA Treasure, (in} I nveset i gat i oi 1 1 into the 
Circumstances leading to death of Subhas Chandra Bose, etc. Again what 



were the Missing Files nothing are known. 

K.K.Shah, former Central Minister and later Governor of Tamil 
Nadu, who was a close friend of Sardar Sardul Singh and Laha Sankasrlal 

of Delhi, two very trusted friends of Netaji told me that Nehru told 

w 

him that he did not believe about the story of death of Netaji and he 
maintained special files about Netaji. 

Khosla never tried to know, why and under what circumstances the^e 
files were ‘destroyed or missing' and he never asked Mrs. Gandhi or Md. 
Yunus to appear before the Commission- Might be many confidential files 
were witheld by the Govt. and some sympathetic officer managed to 
supply the list of these 'Missing or Destroyed Files', hoping that the 
Commission will make all-out effort to find them out. But a man calling 
himself a judge, Mr. Khosla, did n othin g for the purpose. 

1 ANNEXUHENETAJI-DEADORALIVE.P. Z1Z-Z14. ) 

? - -agSjTit' b..- 

1 7 ,-*^why No Question Was Raised About repeated Changes Made About the 

Date of Cremntioin and Why tHq Coffin Not Allowed to be Opened by 


$ i 



-& 

















.’ ‘ " ' S 'EjSSi ’ 

-■ -yV^Sffl 


* . ■ \. i.T 


sNS feirts? cagfe aE,..' ~- - :•-_, , r — J 

fs*rri^^?« s*S3»wRSsff ! ^ ’irv^v^v A.v^ : - : ■ ’. 

gW j^jbj •‘S’?* *“' • 

Mr. Khcfe \A never inquired, why in the ‘4-Top Secret Signals’ date 

sgf - r ; "• • > , ..• •♦* rx3*sgmm^ummamm 

for Cremation of alleged body of Netagi was written, August 20, 1945 


$&?£ 


- * ^3r* 

and why Main bur RAhman fixed the date first for cremation as August 22, 




194 5 and then changed it to Auq 20, 1945, when he reached Tokyo and why 

; ■ . 

Coffin was not allowed lo be opened while if w-^r displaced for 3 days 

in the Hospital with N'-'tn.’ii f e nmro* written in big letters in Jap anese 

« 

hata i.ane language ovet the ruff in and why the Municipal Ofdficer was 
also ordered not to open the Coffin to inspect the body inside avid why 
again the whole ('.of fin was pushed inside the furnace without opening 

. 

the Coffin ? Such inquiries would have led to findings exactly, whose 
body was cremated. 


IS . Why Hide And Sick Game With S. A. Ayer ? 

I 1 

Why Col. Tada promised. S. A. Ayer, to show him the alleged dead 
body of Netaji at Taihoku but instead of his plane landing at Taihoku, 
why it landed at Taichu airport and why his second promise to take Ayer 

■ 4 * 

from Taichu to Taihoku was broken and Ayer was shunted to Tokyo, instead 
of landing at Taihoku ? 

Why Domei Agency's news was asked to be drafted by Ayer ? 

Why these hide and seek game was played with Ayer ? Khosla did not^ 
care to probe into these two very vital events to find out what exactly 
happened at Taihoku on Aug 18, 1945 ? 


19. Why No Routine Inquiry Made By The Formosan Military Hq . ? 


On questioning by Shah Nawaz Committee, if any routine inquiry was 






made for reporting to Tokyo Hq. Gen Isamaya, Chief of the Formosan Army 1 




* 


: pv.'-?* 
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t;Jid that hv asked it. Col. Sin bun to undertake the lash. But when Lt. 
Col T’^hlboa was ashed about "■such inquiry, he flatly denied regarding 


323£ 


In) Id j ii'j in, i tiqit i i y a ui j *.. "iiding any tvpui 1 r jjjt Tokyo Hi). 




-M 


ff nnv plane crashed at all at Taihohu on Aug 10, I94 r i carrying 

sulM o high iani i nu general like Gen. Shedei . - leaving aside the 
question of Netaji Gubhas Chandra Bose "a dispensable ally” of Japan, 
os cui ding to thus la's description of the status of Neta;i i , - could Gen. 


Jl Qino. v * s 1 j 1 

0 i K O r l v o i d to Li *_ 1 1 u 1 1 

i nqu i 

i j i ha it l an a i 

l t a.-h i 1 1 /o 1 v i nu 

Gen* Ghedh?’ * 1 

, Hi . V ho ? la did not 

: ous 1 

der it necessary 

to eiuiuire, why 

G ■? 1 1 * i ' a m o ) i 

■J j -J nut I iu Id tiij la* 

in 1 1 / . 

if on j pi a ne c i 

ahfpd at 1 ai huku 

UU i iU .j 1 _ , ! 

* j m 





ZQ. What Happened To Personal Effects Of Netaji ? 


P 


"hili Nawa; Committee showed a few personal effects of Netaji like 
a gold cigemtte case and lighter, a papei cutting knife, 
a be 1 1 

buckle, etc. to Kundan Singh, the personal valet of Netaji, who atways"’ 
looked after him in S.E.Asia. He identified these things as that of 

^ i 

Netaji, - but asked how could it happen that the paper' cutting knife or 
belt4 buckle had no sign of any burns ? About the Golden- Cigeratte 
Case. - it was presented to Netaji by Hitler, - how could Netaji carry *' 
it, - when he was going to Russia ? 

hundan Singh asked further, what happened to his 'Geeta, Chandi 

i 

fjt Jt'j. . 

and i i'.’s.ii-, and h i^ reading glass" - which lit always used to carry | 
with him whenever he went on tour f kundan Singh further asked, what .1 
Ji.ipp* i'i*»d U' lit' leal. I u* i bo." < ontn i ill ikJ His Clot hings ?' lie .i 1 so a l 'k(.‘d , 
what happened to 4-boxec of gold and jewellery that Netaji took with 
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him 7\ 





■ ■ ■ i d»d not won* uie| «l worth wh i Is* to quest ion what happened 
alvMt i If I ■ ' ■ ■ II ' I • * I I (M I • 1 1 - - f .1 ,i 1 / 


» i . Hr* *V~! itt*l I'm rif r»..t 1 ) 111 ** 1(1 • **| .Mi,*., t in.pi it ,*■*_. 


Mi lli*.* 1.* It*** 1 < I hi;. Iit.|itii\ .*) f f ■ * i 27 y»*ii s of tin.* i eporteu 

■ *. ii*. >A n >.*s »<! * invol v iny Hel-t.n . Out immedinl ■'» 1 y after the bi oaduasl 

l*:- i 'I . . f : i ■ I i o ihqnt Til eyed death r f Metaji u n Au y 13. 1943. Mac 

*i- H.'.M ' f'v. : i i Ami) III).. M*_’im! it.ll 1 . 1 )’ ■*. C . t .Asian Allied A i mV Ikj., 

Ot i I Si* Tern* ;*f Ccintrt Intelligence Cor;.. (C.I.C) and British Global 
M • * 1 .t * j Iti' ■ t 1 i; . iv. i C.'l'I " J . VMvel 1 e Govt . under Col. F iciyese and the 
of Taiiiji u I T a i pe 1 ! held separate inquiries to Find out if the 
repci f of it- Fiji's death was t» ue. Except, the ambiguous findings 
the i- i-jg- ■ * ii, documents of no inquiry were submitted either !>.- 


■ . <*. « I- « -i uilti * ’ .u * he - ii CCHhui ion. nui were thus 


t va I uab 1 e 


i* rii*: i.i *ci inspeci ion u> khosla Comm iss ion "u inquiry can 

C * -j an/ .ciiect finding*) without going ti gh the reports of these 


r nqu ‘i i ies 


22. Gres: Violation of Judicial "‘'tics By Justice .Khos la : 


lie conducting ‘Inquiry About Disappear -nee of Netaji Subhas 
Cli 1 *.t Go.-e’ justice Khosla grossly violated many judicial norms and 
ethics. Me behaved almost lika a ,-artial judge with a prefixed mind to 

1 - 

support the report of Netaji s death in the alleged aircrash on Aug 18, 


t?4S* 


<■- 


Without car:ng to act as an impartial and unbiased judge of the 


'Jy 
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. . 

Inquiry Commission in dealing with an extremely sensl 

L * | 

haappened to the Maha Kshatrya of Indian ’natlolnal liberatioin, Mr. 

v 

Khosla appeared to behave like an officer of the Govt. 

Chairmanship of the Commission was (1) jK^psla's 13th assignment by 

the Gov., tii) his wife used to regularly >visit Mrs. Gandhi's house 

; 

♦ ' ■■:'■' ; *| 

almost everyday to present flowers to her; (ill) while working as the 

i 

Chairman of the Commission he attended meetings of many other Govt, 
appointed committees; (iv) Mr. khosla wrote an official biography opf 
Mrs. Indira Gandhi, while presid ng over the Inquiry Commission; (v) 

brought a personal present for Mrs. Indira Gandhi from Taiwan; and (vi) 
indulged in innumerable 'judicial perjury' while writing tne Report of 
the Commi ss i oi n . 

For example, he - (a) denied that Sasrat Bose's press-statement 

was produced before the Commiss ioi n ; .(b) misquoted Gandhi ji’s 

f* 

statement, (c) by-passed many vital issues without showing any valid 
justification, (d) declared Habibur Rahman's various statements and 
i nterroyatioi n reports as 'non-est' before the Commission but he 
himself vervatigly quoted from them in many places of his report, (e) 

i 

in course of Commission’s proceeding he called pension appl i cat ion "■ of 

Gen. Shedei as 'fraud' but used it in his Report as a ‘corroborative 

proof of Bose's death* and (f) worst of all, Mr. Khoslas claimed that 

CSDIC report was secretly shown to him by the Govt, without placing it 

as an exhibit before the Commission, - on the basis of which he argued 

to knock out the whole evidence of Biren Chakravarty, the principal 

CSDIC Officer, who interrogated Habibur Rahman as a ‘reckless Tier 1 . 

t VII ) Justice Khosla published a book called ‘Last Days of Netaji' 

almost verbatimly reporoducing his Report of the Inquiry Commission 

« 

before it was placed on the Table of Lok Sabha. For this he had to 
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unconditioi nally ^o^logize to a Calcutta ; Court* when Dwijendra La'; 

Bose, a nephew of Netaji filed a defamation case against r!nosTa^Tor 

indulging in vulgarly disparaging remarks against Netaji. Khosla 

"tendered unqualified apology to ‘Bose family and countrymen ... owing 

to the impugned passages ... in the book" ao<J>«xpressed to "share in 

common with the countrymen the deepest regard for Netaji who is regard 

l 

as the liberator of our motherland" and "freered stocks of the impugued 

book" and "published this apology in all leading news papers." 

I annexure: netaji - dead or alive: f. 311-312. ] 

B> the remark made by the Prime Minister, Mrs. Indira Gandhi in 
Lol S-ibho against Khosla' s remarks about Netaji and by his own apology 
before the Court, - Mr. Khosla. thus, repudiated the very basis of the 
Findings' in his Report, because these remarks were the main plank ' of 
his political thesis in justification of the report of Netaji's death. 


t 

22 . All About Deception Plan of Netaji's Escape Again i 


Death news of Netaji broadcast by Tokyo Radio on Aug 23, 1945 was 

nothing but a maser stroke of the deception plan of Netaji's escape 

from the hands of the Anglo-American Armies after fall of Japan on Aug 

15, 1945. The following is the outline of the story of Netaji's Escape: 

The whole Escape Plan was drawn out by Lt- Gen. Isoda and Col. 

Tada with the sanction of the Tokyo Army Hq, and F.M.Tarauchi of 

S.E.Asia Hq. It was decided that Gen. Shedei, who was appointed to take 
charge of the Manchurian Kwantang Army, wouild escort Netaji upto Dairen 

and from there to Soviet border and thereafter Netaji would take care 

* 

,«bout himself. ‘ 

t 

# 

A plane left Saigon on Aug 17, 1945 with Gen, Shedei, Netaji, Col. 




- 


k 
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Habibur Rahman and some 8 or 9 others Japanese. It was Ne'tajVs pli; 

> 

only to take Habibur Rahman with him for which he asked the later to 


hand ‘over the office of the deputy chief of the INA to Major Gen. 

- # 

M.Z.Kiani. At Sankok and thereafter at Saigon in all secret conclaves 


- - i 

with Isoda and Tada only Habibur Rahman was called in although at the 

* 

_.time of leaving Saigon an impression was created that as i f plane could 

provide more t ha ^ two seats. Netaji would take other important men r, f 
the INA with him. A plan like this one that was drawn out required 
utmost secret/ and those who were acquaqinted with Netaji' s earlier 
plan of escape from India knew well how past -mas ter he was in preparing 
his plan. No body, v, veil those who helped him to prepare the plan of 
his escape from India, (-.new the whole company of his plan, except its 
small parts. He had always been a man of extremely secretive nature. 

The plane landed at Tourane in north Indoi-China (present Vietnam) 
after dask on the* same day. Habibur Rahman told in his statement that 
Netaji and Gen. Shedei stayed that night at the Morin Hoytel at 
Touiane, But on inquiry by the Shah Nawaz Committee at Tourane, it was 

found that what Habibur Rahman said was not correct. No other 

passenger, who claimed to have travelled in the same plane with Netaji' 
and Gen. Shedei could say where bdoth of them stayed at night nor could 
they also say if they saw both of them tO| board the plane in the 

i 

morning of August 16, 1945 before it took o’ff for Taihoku. 

What really happened that after reaching Tourane, Gen. Shedei and 
Netaji left for Dalat in the vicinity Ojf Saigohn. Dalat was the 

Japanese S.E. Asian Army Hq . mr. alfred vao of chikaoo tribune told 

.- r. ■ t .... : • • ! I 

PANDIT NEHRU, IALDCV StKOH AND SARAT CHANDRA BOSE THAT ON AUO 18, 1P49, 

A | 

NETAJI V AS at PALAT. THE BISHOP OF DALAT ALSO I CONFIRMED THIS REPORT. IT 

' i ■ 

VAC rURTHCH CLARIFIED BY JAODICH KODEC1A, A .FORMER PPCSIDENT Of DELHI 
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ALSO TOLt> ABOUT IT BEFORE KKOCLA COMMIBSIOH. ACCOAD1MO TO A OOJP V OF A 
CECRET INTELLIGENCE REPORT SUPPLIED TO SHAH NAWAZ COMMITTEE AND KHOSLA 

« si*- m *- r * rSX' ■ ‘ • * y ; r / n , / 

■ . .' " < ■' r r * 5 * . • . .. ; . •■• 

COMMISSION THAT THC COLOMBO HEADQUARTER OF THE ALLIES OOT THE 

- * - 'J* 

INFORMATION ABOUT AN UNItikNttrtfcB FLAWfc >FL¥ttJti TOttAUtiS fJEMiii '6HB1JL 

"*AF TEH AUO ll r 1045 AND IT 1MMCDIATELV INFORMED THE RED FORT ARMY HO. IN 

DELHI . AT FIRST RED FORT HQ , DID NOT IMPUTE MUCH IMPORTANCE TO THU 

* 

EEFDET, LATER THEY SUSPECTED THAT IT WAS THE PLANE IN VHICH BOSE AND 


SHED El HAD FLOWN TO DAIREN. 

THE PLANE VHICH LANDED AT TAIHOKU AT MIDI 
NOT CARRY OEN: 5 HE DEI AND NETAJI NOR DIP IT MEET ANY CRASH THERE. 


THE 


PLANE SAFELY LANDED AT TAIHOKU. THIS HAD BEEN CONFIRMED BY THE REPORT 

OF THE METEOROLOGICAL OFFICER OF THE TAIPEI AIRPORT AND THE TAIWANESE 
WITNESS, Y. R. TSENG, APPEARING BEFORE THE COMMISSIOIN IN ZTS LAST 

SITTING. IT HAS ALSO BEEN CONFIRMED BY OTHER SOURCES THAT IN 1044 A US 

i, BOMBAS AND TWO JAPANESE FIOHTER CRASHED AT TAIHOKU AIRPORT , 

IT VAS KNOWN TO OEN. IS AMAYAS ANP OEN ANPO THAT NEITHER OEN, 

m- 

S H ED EI NOR NETAJI BOSE ASRRIVED AT TAIHOKU AND THAT WAS THE REASON WHY 

NO SENIOR ARMY OFFICER WENT TO RECEIVE THEM AT THE AIRPORT, ALTHOUGH 

BOTH GENERALS ASTTENDED THE AIRPORT ON AUO 22, 1P45 WHEN OEN. TANAKA OF 
BURMA FRONT AND PRESIDENT BA MAV OF BURMA PASSED THROUGH TAIHOKU ON 

THEIR WAY TO TOKYO. LATER IN THE AFTERNOON ALSO NO HIGH RANKING 

f 

MILITARY OFFICER VISITED TAIHOKU AIRPORT OR i HOSPITAL AS THERE WAS NO p 

, -• y. - - ; • • " - r ,. * I 

me Pont or amy MRQRA«(t tuere, 

THREE PHOTOGRAPHS Or THE VREKAOES OF CRASHED PLANE OR PLANES WERE 

- I . 

HOT SUPPORTED TO THC ANGLO-AMERICAN INQUIRING AdENCtEE^ RUT ONLY AFTEA 

\ 

11 YEARS TO SHAH NAVZ COMMITTEE AND THEREAFTER TO KHOSLA COMMISSION. 

4 * 

aFTER ON-THE-SPOT EXAMINATION OF THE THREE WRECKAGES, IT WERE FOUND IN 
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fci 
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itli&fl 



rur n mv^vmiivii ,i«- »-nr- 

» lit u«Mnv«ui .ni> >/i i iiL 


Torooxarur or the old taihoku airtort, 


THAT THESE P1ICITOGR A PUS WERE REALLY PHOTOGRAPHS OF THREE PLANES THAT 


SEPARATELY CRASHED IN THE AIRPORT IN 1044. 


-O* 


THE PLAN CHALKED OUT BY OEN, 1SUDA AT BANk'OK ALONG WITH NETAJ1 


DECIDED THAT TOKYO BROADCAST WOULD SAY THAT THE PLANE CARR VINO NE’AJI 


AWI> UK N 


^HUin CH ACilk L ) UN AlJH 


in. 


| U4 r i. 


UFLN . 


5 : its- he i 


in n;t> 


INSTANTANEOUSLY IN THE PLANE AND NCTAJ1 bIEl> LATCH IN THE HOSPITAL AT 

V 

M 1 UN l rill T OF AUri Nt, I£>4"> AND 1115; BODY VAS“ CHEMANTEN ON AUG 2U. 
ACCORDINGLY 4 -TOP SECRET SIGNALS VERE PURPOSELY LEFT AT DANKOK, 
ALTHOUGH ALL UTHLH JAPANESE DOCOMCNTS WERE DESTROYED, 

WOULD FALL IN THE HANDS OF A N OLO-A MERICANS , 


SO TJI^T THEY' 


meanwhile: a non-regular Japanese soldiers* named ichiro okura, who 

VAS ALMOST OF SAME AGE AS OF NETAJL DIED OF HEART FAILURE IN NONMON | 

HOSPITAL ON AUU iP, IP45. jAP AUTHORITY AT TAIIIOKU AVAILED THE DEARTH 

OF ICHIRO OkURA TO CREATE A REALISTIC B ACKOPk&tjMt> OF THE 


JRTWy OF 


NCTAJIS DEATH. 


OKURA'S BODY WAS PUT INSIDE A COFFIN AND PLACED IN THE MIDDLE OF A 


ROOM IN NONMON HOSPITAL AND NETAJl'S NAME WAS WRITTEN IN WIG JAPANESE 
WORDS OVER THE COFFIN AND KEPT THERE DEMONSTRATIVELY FOR ABOUT 3 £>AYS 
UNDER WATCH OF A SECURITY WITH STRICT INSTRUCTION N OT TO ALLOW’ ANY 


BODY TO OPEN THE COFFIN * ON 22ND AUGUST, THIS COFFIN WAS TAKEN TO 


TAIHOKU MUNICIPAL OFFICE FOR SECURING CREMATION PERMIT ON THE BASIS OF 
DEATH CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY DR. VOSH1ME CONTRARY TO USUAL FRASCTICE, 


THE BODY WAS NOT ALLOWED TO BE INSPECTED BY THE MUNICIPAL OFFICER AS HE 


WAS ORDERED BY THE JAP MILITARY OFFICER . ACCORDING TO ALL EVIDENCES, i 


EXCEPT THAT QF HABIB UR RAHMAN, THE COFFIN WAS NOT ALLOWED TO OF OPENED 


EVEN AT THE CREMATORIUM AND THE COFFIN, AS IT WAS, VA£ PUSHED INSIDE 


THE FURNACE. THE FURNACE WAS LOCKED BY THE JAP MILITARY OFRFF1CCR WHO 
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TOOK Ttfr KEY mrf ItH ANP a TIER SOMETIME LEFT THE CREMATORIUM.'' 

me- *«*«*■*»- - r i «t i r - ‘rirm ff i f rm - r ifir r- 1 rrir aair^ wniii T jgiTr 'KiiTin •• •— : - • *J| 

ACCORDING TO ALL REPORTS SOME ASHES WERE COLLECTED NEXT DAY AND TUT 

„ . _ , . _ 

Into a sox and handed over to habibuk rahman. 

AS THE BODY CREMATED WAS THAT OF A NONr^EUOLAB JAPANESE (OLDOICA, 
ICHIRO OKURA, THERE WAS NO QUESTION OF S HO VINO ANY MILITARY HONOUR TO 
^ THE DEAD BODY BEFORE CREMATION AND OEN, IS AMAYA AND OCN * UNDO OR ANY 
OTHER SENIOR J AT MILITARY OFFICIAL HAD NO OBLIGATION TO ACCOMPANY THE 

dEAP BODY OF A NON-REOULAR SOLDIER UPTO THE CREMATORIUM. THE FORMOSAN 
ARMY 1IQ. ALSO DID NQT HOLD ANY ROUTINE INQUIRY TO SENO ITS REPORT TO 

TOKYO HO - AS IT WAS KNOWN TO THEM THAT NO PLANE CRASHED AT TAIHOKU ON 

AUG 16. 1040 AND NEITHER THE BODY OF' BOSE OR SHEDE1, AS SUCH, WAS 


CREMATED AT TAIHOKU. THIS ALSO EXPLAINED * WHY NOBODY COULD 


SAY 


ANYTHING, EXCEPT AN ALMOST NON-DESCRIPT JUNIOR OFFICER, NAOOTOMO OF 

THE AIRPORT, ABOUT CREMATION OF A VERY HIGH 'RANKING GENERAL, GEN , 

SHEDE1. 

ORIGINAL PLAN WAS TO FIX UP AUG 20, |P4tS AS THE DATE OF CREMATION 

OF THE FICTITIOUS BODY IN THE NAME OF NETAJ1. BUT DECAUSE OF INCHIHO 


OkURA S SUDDEN DEATH THE PLAN WAS IMPROVISED AT TAIHOKU A Nil AS OKURA 

WAS CREMATE!* ON AUG 22, IP4"!, HAP IB UP RAHMAN WROTE IN HIS WRITTEN 

STATEMENT, PLACED IN THE DUX OF THE ASHES, THAT THE ALLEGED BODY OF 
NETAJI WAS CREMATED ON AUG 22, 1P45. BUT AFTER REACHING TOKYO, HE FOUND 
THAT OEM * 1SODA, WHO WAS ALREADY ARRESTED, STUCK TO THE ORIGINAL DATE 
OF AUG 20, AS THE DATE OF CREMATION, THUS, IT COMPELLED HABIBUR RAHMAN 
ALSO TO CHANGE THE DATE OF CREMATION TO AGO 20, 1P45 . 

ALTHOUGH ALLEOED DEATH OF NETAJl WAS FIXED IN THE PLAN AS AUO id, 
1045, WHY ITS NEWS WAS BROADCAST 5 DAYS AFTER AND THAT TOO IN A 

*L 

CONFUSING WAY 7 IN THE FIRST BROADCAST IT WAS STATED THAT INJURED 

I 

NETAJI WAS TREATED IN A HOSPITAL IN JAPAN. RUT IN THE SECOND HRGA IXJAST, 





r\ - chargee vj state that he sick at taihcj^i; a Mr ceemateb 


TU IT Bti' n' 

I I I L I '. L a I ■» 


THE OFFICIAL NEWS PAPER OF TAIHOKU, TAIWAN SIN PAO , IT WAS REPORTED 




AS AM INTCLLIUEUCE UUftCAU REVKAL , DR AF I'ED ON AUO 42, 1P*5, 2 O'CLOCK 

; 


PM AND IN IT MAS WRITTEN * IN THE PLANE THE^ WAS HI OH RANK OFFICER, 


* • ’ . •. - : - ■ 

\ i * M 

COL ru VAN MON, WHO SUFFERED INJURY TOO, A JAPANESE LE1TEUANT GENERAL i 


SHU CIU I CUE I NO DIED FROM SEVERE INJURY ON THE AIRPORT AT THAT 


TIME, 


THIS HE VS V AS PUR LZS MED ON AUO ZEL H> 4 fi. 

lAftunxuFX: n*t'i it - c/^at/ or /ihw *. «. <rj,r; . 



W h y 

e 1 1 g 1 i c h 

spel 1 i 

ng of the 

nane of 

Habi bu r 

Rahman 

and 

Gen . . Shede i 

we) ^ 

not 

wr it ten 

? Why 

the de::th 

news of 

Net a j i 

Bose 

was 

delayed 1 0 

Lm uo 

d i, a ■■ t 

. b. To!.;, 

c Kadi 

0 0 1 pu hi i 

■: h in new? paper 

s i n 0 

conf 

using way ? 


It "i nut difficult to understand that all these confusion was created 

to allow Netaji t4o have sufficient time to reach his destination with 
the help of Gen. Shedei. Because of these confusing and cryptic news, 

the Anglo-American Intelligence Teams could not identify, who were the 

Japanese in the plane that reached Taihoku on Aug 20, 1945. They carne 

m - jS P : '- ■ -j^ : ? mfci 

to know the name of Or. Yoshimi only in about 1946. 

V. 

If Netaji really died in the reported a ire rash at Taihoku on Aug 
18, 1945, the Japanese could announce it immediately, take a photograph 
of on uncovered body of Netaji for showing it to Anglo-American 
authority, show the dead body of Bose, if it really existed to 
S. A. Ayer, who was taken to Formosa on a promise to show Netaji 1 s dead 
body. If the Japanese tool; such steps, they could easily convince any 
one that Subhas Chandra Bose really died. And, thus, they could absolve 




" ' ■ " ■ , wm 0m 





themselves of all suspicion the Anglo-American authorities of giving 
any cover foi escape of Subha* * Chandra Bose. According to Mr. Khosla, 


.Jr £ 1 

■ l „* , _ £ % 


the .,»o|*o»nw* looked upon Bose as a 'df^rii^pe oily' whose ‘ urn? Pu 1 ness 


ended’ with I he cud of W'ti , ■ and if it wa$ so it wou ld have boon the 

:4L p nsiest coin se for them to hand over the dead body of Dost?, or show the 

very deadbody to tiiem or its photograph to the Anglo Americans t4o get 


iid of all suspicious about giving an assistance to Bose for his escape 

t 

from t lit encroaching clutch of i; - Anglo-Americans, who were dead set 
"art rest Bose ■ dead or alive." 


What japan did in connection with the confusingly reported story 
of Netaji 's death was clear indication of their anxiety to convey 
Netaji safely to Soviet Union, as they held ‘Chandra Bose' as the 
‘greatest revolutionary of Asia' and 'greatest hero of our age’, - to 
quote Gen. Togo and Sigemebshu . This is the leason, why Tokyo Radio had 
^broadcast thy alleged death of Netaji 5 days after Aug 18, 1945. 

Mr, • 

<- i • C i 1 1. i h (i i > c lo:~ur»> of Disbelieving About Netaji’s Death *. 


AFter 3fc> years of the alleged a ire rash involving Netaji, the Govt, 
of India and the Govt, of UK documentarily announced their disbelief 
in the vi volume or "transfer or power - ip-iz-a- . The Home Deptt. of 

the Wavell Govt, had sent a secret report to Attlee Govt, in London on 

Aug 23, 1945 REOARDXNO THEIR SUOOESTIOINS ABOUT 'TREATMENT OP BOSE' 

after his arrest. 67 days after the receipt of the Report, the Govt, of 
Attlee approved it. Meanwhile the Govt, of UK might have had received 
further reports about their inquiry about Bose. the report of vavell 

* 

GOVT. STATED: AS REGARDS THE TREATMENT OF DOSE, THERE VERE THE 

FOt-LOVlNO POSSIBILITIES 

i 

r -;-v { ■ ; • • -.g&v V: 

t 
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m biuso nisi sack to mm a mt try him 


CITHER 


YOU 



VAUiNU «AK UK 



UHUEH THE LNKM V AtlENTS ORDINANCE; | 

tat HAVE HIM TRIED DV A COURT IN BURMA OR MALA V FOR WAI5INO WAR 

AOAIM5T TMC KINO;* 

“ -v '^-v/ ' >S| 

tC) HAVE HIM TRIED BY A MILITARY COURT OUTSIDE INDIA? 



% 


<D> INTERN HIM IN INDIA: , 

<E> INTERN HIM IN SOME OTHER BRITISH POSSESS I OI NS , E. O. , 

m 

SCVCI lALLdS ISLANDS, 

'F; LEAVE HIM WHERE HE IS AND DON'T ASK FUR UlS SURRENDER * * 

Aftoi analysing pos and cons of all these suggest io \ ns * the 
document concluded : 

IN MANY WAYS THE EASIEST COURSE WOULD HE TO LEAVE HIM WHERE HE 

IS AND WOT ASK FOR HIS RELEASE. HE MIGHT, OF COURSE,. IN CERTAIN 

I 

CIRCUMSTANCES C E WELCOMED BY THE RUSSIANS. THIS COURSE WOULD RAISE 

FEWEST IMMEDIATE POLITICAL DIFFICULTIES, , * “ 

Luu Id thviu be any document more e>; plosive than this British 


t 

'di sc lusu i in lefutiny Hit* roi.yo broadcast about the story of Net a j Vs 
J'mMi ? publication ol this document a f eery storm was €:xpocted 

in the Parliament. But it was the time of Emergency and the Captive 
Parliament remained muted and nobody asked the Govt, to know, what the 
British documents state - ‘leave him ibosej where he is and don-t ask 

FOR HIS SURRENDER (OR RELEASE). ~ 

£ Annexvre: N&tnji - Dead, or Alive ; p- 2-103. 

This one single document of the British Govt, is enough to scrap 

the Report of the Khosla Commission and ask for a further Investigative 

. . ;.VW 

inquiry about disappearance of Netaji. 
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^j/ocopv id*? i at ion uf the Report of the i.hoslo Commit*: ion. Ihf. Mot ion wqs 


accepted bv the 5peal ei . f . S . Hegde , a former Supreme Court Judge, for 
discussion t;. Lei Sabh.j , although the .aptive House during the days of 
Emergency in 1975 had accepted Khosla Report without any discussion and 
in abs- in $ of the earlier mover of the Motion (Samar Guha). 

(b) Thus, the Report of the Khosla Commission was allowed to be 
reopened for discussion by the Speaker. The Motion was debated for 

i , 

quite a few hours, but as many members still deseired t4o participate 
in it. - the discussion was adjourned for further debate. 

■*■ (c) Meanwhile, a few significant events happened to create a 

1 ‘ -of* * 

helpful background for disapproval of Khosla Report. 

W, 


(i) Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose's portrait was unvailed by the then 
President of India, Shri N.Sanjiva Reddy i.n an unprecedentedly unique 
function at the Central Hall of the Parliament. In course of his 
speech, the President said : 

"MANY PEOPLE SAY NETAJI IS ALIVE. IF IT IS SO, HE WILL NOT COME TO 
BECOME PRIME MINISTER OR PRESIDENT. VHY SHOULD BE COME FOR THAT ? HE IS 

TOO BIO. WE ARE ALL PIGMIES BEFORE HIM. LET HIM COME EVEN FOR A DAY TO 

‘ 

■ ' • • ■■ * n 

I 1 m ' h . . : • ii j • * :■ ! ;■• 1 I 1 1 

/hi’ :.II H-.;i <Ji 7. i :> > function held in 


i ■ 1 1 * i 1 1 * '■> 


the Annexe of the 






I'M ) 1 ! Hit 'll! , 1 

If 

t 1 1- ,i i' i 

1-1 

!* id 

id ) 11 J in 

let crT J III/ luiol. , 

Ne L a j 

b^n 1 1 * • i Ali’. ■. 

. ** 1 

Th- 

'■I 

1 r i 

of * Mi e 

L ol. SablM Hun’ble 

l. S . He yd 


"• ] «* ‘ 1 f !- r \ *' ■ i 1 | h f * III f I i t ' H 


' *» ' 1 I ' < * ' i ' ‘ \ t 

V 

lilt, I U 111-. A Ml K LSI F. M . V I. 

V k. AU. V A T-* T IUM TO CO M IT 


ilf i i l ' h i * ; i r i f NkiAjj 

AfiKt NO RIVALS LILT l J S E 1% II1M KVTN rOH 

B ACk O I 1 I I> L L F (k Al-Jb J t P I P t. UC . 


IS 


A 


TUt > 


IJ A V . 


L . I -_i \.*> I [ l . , ( H 1 . j^te 4 vi id, L ) ♦ o. L "itUHIMC H 15 = RtCKNT 4 VISIT 

TO JAPAS A PFOUE^T WAS MADE TO HIM THAI NCTA,/] S ASHES HF- CARRIED TO 

INDIA. HUT, I TOLD THEM THERE WERE DOUIJTS ABOUT NITI AJI r S DEATH, AND 1 
REFUSED TO CONVEY THE REQUEST TO THE GOVT, " 

! e ! UNI Jecpat c hod n JZ-poro news about the book. 


i o) 1 lie tv o speeches of the President and Speak til again showed 
t licit neither of them accepted the findings of Die khos 1 a Conmii ss iai n as 
t r u e . 

(iii) On February l? 7 S f N*/ 45 .Gbra/, the then Indian High Commissioiner 
in London, in a fairly long letter addressed to Lord Mount bat-ten. 


w rote ; 

inter alia. 

*’l VOULD 

LIRE TO REFER 

PARTICULARLY" 

TO 

FACIE 

137, 

138 AND 

130 OF VOL. VI 

IN 

THE 

SERIES (TRANSFER 

OF POWER), 

THE 

CONTENTS 

OF WHICH SUGGEST THAT 

THE 

GOV'T. 

OF INDIA THEMSELVES W'ERE 

NOT 

SURE 

OF 


THE DEATH OF SHKI BOSE IN THE AIR CRASH. ON THE CONTRARY, THEY KNEW 
THAT HE V AS ALIVE AND THEY* WERE DISCUSSING HOW HE SHOULD BE DEALT WITH . 

AS YOU took: over from lord vavell, it vould not be wrong to presume 

THAT YOU MUST HAVE COME TO KNOW EVERY DETAIL A n OUT-* THIS INCIDENT, " 


"... WHAT HURTS. , , ME THE MOST . . . THAT NOT ONLY YOUR GOVT, WHICH 


looked 

UPON 

H r M AS 

t 

A TRAITOR. F V F N THE SUCXES 

s n n 

GOV’T . 

LED 

B Y 

A 

patp r or 

L I K F 

NEHRU 

, . should have 

AVI AN DON F H 

HIM 

To 

IIIN 

F A T K , 

U -1 

r 1 1 f; 

CHUN TR v 

WAS 

NEVER 

TOLD THE WIIOI.F. 

TRUTH An OUT 

ONE 

OF 

HER 

MOST 

ULLOVFIi 


imm 




SpyS:: 


9i 


•r E 


. . i n : r ^u:;r irinr: in inih a that sufi hose rouu asylu m in 

104". IN THE USSR AND Al l. THIS V AS k'NOVN TO YOU . TO NEHRU ANP TO THE 


^ O VI FT n o V T . U M T A LI OT YOU rKFU- WPFf' TO OUSERVF SILENCE, 


AN 


rWTRM?UINM SHTN'T 


nrr.uwr i nr up n f t h i>ri w**t Van* * r<> net, *ir 


^urMPri v'rm Titf nt rpt' rvniir ai.lv and wrunu >> ti> r mi v an i i » » havt 


R 1 VAI. 


)^S.SjnL\ * , * A ULUNPtP VAS t.OMMITTEP UY VON AK|> HV <HIK NiiVI. 


I k 


1 MAKE HOLD TU SAY" THAI 

, , CuULI* HAVE 


| >r J lUIN'N Nor 7 tj HWiNH HACK StfUtMS 'Jr* INDIA. 

IF St 111 HAY HAL lit TN UN IMF SCENE- I’ERHAPS fit ALONE 

su*a:f.f:iieii j m holding india together, 

'VILL JT HE FOSS 1 DLE FOR YOU TO ♦ SUED SOME AUTHENTIC LICillT ON 
SUH HA? EPISODE ?" 

(i) Mount bait frti' : ivplj was i ntr igui ny I y cryVtic. He* tersetly 

, 1 r i f o r iFi^ d G o r Q y , ~ . there was no omcDU, record of s t i r t sup n as- 

CHAMP R A finSF-S PF ATM IN HIS ARCHIVES, 


* 


\.i) In reply Lc almost similar quest loins, both in Lok Sabha 'and 
Rojya Sabha, dt . April 6,. and July 21, 1973, Mount bat ten * & reply to 
G o r a y was v e r bo t i ml > q u o t e d . 1 

I k ) Mow Mount bat ten suppressed all facts about Netaji ! After the 

broadcast of the news about alleged death of Netaji by Tokyho Radio, 

Mount batten, then Chief of 3. C. Asian Allied Army had sent a team to 

inquire about Bose with an instruction to "arrest Bose - dead or 

ajjjHve.” Further, a few pages of Mount bat ten’ s Diary that were submitted 

to 3 hah Nawaz Committee and Kliosla Commi ss ioi n clearly showed that 

* 

iK*u ,i t h ■ i i ■ ’ 1 1 | i )■-' u in • h) ! I l 1 1 1 ■ j 1 bon t liu’- > . wh iili he > I*. 1 i be t a I * ■ 1 y ' J* lined 
to disc lose. 

A! least in his ieply to Goray, Mou nt nbatten admitted that he had 
not any report about Bose’s death. 
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I ANN ENURE: NETAJ1 ' - I>EA1> OH ALIVE: SUU. HEAD! MOUNTIlATTEN'S 

b«tCt.OA't||[;;P, 7on-8r»2. ( 


! . T " 1 • ■„< i t li j > i i fli -i ; i i i “ ■ t i : 


. ! i r i flornrj. i Peso i i ;■ 1 now ii in the Ind iun pul i l ‘i l ;• at a man of 

n l i > J v i i • t i • j 1 1 l 1 1 n • i r i i ■ I . ! i < • u 1 1 (_ i i m h t t > * i < *c t < * d in v >i ■ r |< I ion [ <> i 

i ‘.'.iv . I i on uf t ho . 1 a Report . 1 he Rafter present iny »»y doc u men Lai ; book, 

H e ' . i j i ['•>.). I u i /', 1 i v * t ‘i hi m .'i n J much a i gu i ng with him a u ■ J and 

shoeing also the news papers reviews about the book, - he agreed to 
•■end i In’ 1 boot to Law Ministry foi their opinion. Mo ran j ibha i told me 
that after getting the open ion of the Law Ministry, the matter wi 1 1 Lie 
fcoken up in the Catii.net fot consideration of the proposal for rejection 
of f her 1 a Comm i s s i o n * s Report. 

Then 1 leceived a letter from Murarjibhai on Aug 20, 19970 in 

* 

which he wrote : 

"...Biju will get in tom.fi with you in regard to the statement 
which the liuvf . would want to make on whether another Committee* to 

inquire into Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose’s disappearance would serve any 
useful purpose. ** 

[ANNEXURE: NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE. P.3UPI. 

^ ] had several discussions thereafter with Morarjibhai before he 

made his statement in Lot. Sabhga. I agreed with him that no useful 
purpose will be served t,*y having another Shall Nawaz or khosla 

Commission type fresh inquiry . because the situation had radically 
changed and most of the concerned personalities with the plan of 
N e t a j i * . e ? l n p>e we re dead. But a categorically told Morarjibhai t h a t i f 

the repoortr of the two inquiries were disapproved or rejected then 


count i / mu* *r t l iuTwwh.it t vn I ly happened tir NcHNqI . Moi ai J ibliai aciieed. 


3. rt ■> t. •rui- n*. bv tin ra r ii n« i ; 


i NF.VF.R poubt.even in MV SLEEP. III? SINCERITY. 1 HAVE GREAT APMIRATIOIN 
fop nrr ut'mfJAi idw with vmcif li tr iet PUutsuiNn Tiitr rJAtJcr ani i vr r vnu uavi 
TO CE REALISTIC IN THE MATTER . 

THERE HAVE BEEN TWO INCiUlRIEs" INTO THE UEPQttT OF TilE HEATH OF 

NCTAJl SUflHAS: CHANDRA BOSE IN THE AIRGRAPH ON 1RT1I AUG 1040 AT TAIIIOKU 

AIRFIELD DURING THE AIR JOURNEY TO MANCHURIA, ONE OF THE COMMITTEE 

PRESIDED OVER MAJ. GEN. SHAH NAVAZ KHAN AND THE SECOND BY A ONE-MAN 

COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY HEADED BY SURI C. D. KUOS LA, AS RETIRED JUDGE OF 

vfUNJAB HIGH COURT. THE MAJORITY REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE AND S1IRI 

KHOSKA HEED THE REPORT DF THE DEATH AS TRUE. " 

Since th^n. reasonable doubts have been <~ast on the correctness 


of Hie cone Inc ion reached in th^ ^ wo reports 

end various important 

contradictions in the testimony of witnesses 

have been noticed. 

Some 

furthe?- contemporary official documentary 

records have also 

been 

available. In the lights of these doubts. 

and contradictions 

and 

those records. Govt, find it difficult to 

accept that the earlier 


cone lu? ioi ns ere decisive. 

’’W" At the sometime the Govt, feels that no useful purpose would be 

served by having any further inquiry. I hope that in the light of this 

* 

statement, my hon. friend will withdraw his motion." 


-»-r ' *,* - 


4. Implicat ioi ns of Morarji Pesai’s Statement : 



The Impl leaf loin-:* of Horarjl Petal's Statement ore very clear a 
straight -forward: The issue for consideration is whether Netaji Sub 

••If 

vl it 1 u'.l i ■> O' <* 'Heel in Mm- >1111 nhi nt Taihoku on Aug I A. T 9 ^ b or not) 
T h ■ two in'i<‘i; concluded that Netaji actually died in that accideu 

* 

on th*- L r i- of r I * ■ • *-> . i d*-* nc or- and t est i mo 1 1 i a 1 ■; they relied upon. 

Tlt"i* ,■ no (!'•-'**■ * t' mtn h to .n giif againc-t t h*> Shah Nawa 
1 emu; 1 '* t- ■ i e;*oi t . r;,- Go , t . of Hrs. IuJiio Gandhi, ipso facto 
dt i|.i|Tl'v 1 in*. llef.’O! t of tiie Shah Nawu;: •Coutmi t tae try instituting 

fi^sh ingiiii; into Mi» issue. Going ahead of Shah Nawaz Committed 
tho- in Commission was acted to inquire not into 'death* of Netaji, bw 
into tils "disappearance'*. The riddle of disappearance had two aspects 
to Inquiry. - (i) whether Netaji died, or (ii) whether under the covei 
of a cooked up news of his deolth he escaped to some pre-determi net; 
plat*- . 

t'hosln Comrni ss i oi ii did not inquire much about the second issue, 
but straightway concluded that Netaji died in an air crash at. Taihoku 
on Aug 16, khosla's com. 1 us ion is based on two basic a arguments, 

- one, testimonies of the 5 Japanese witnesses and two, situatioinal 
assumption in the shape of a political thesis. 

The Janata Govt- could not accept " earlier conclusion ns a , 

j ' 

He*, h iv»" - because of - (i) * r« a a , '-o liable doubts cast on the correetnes 
of the conclusioin reached", fii) 'various contradi ctioi ns in thi 
testimony of the witnesses* and fiii) finding of the "some contemporary 


official doc 1 1 mental' y record**". 

Now. what remains about this correctness of the finding of 

inquiry. if its tesetimonies are found doubtful and contradictory ? And; 
if some new documents asre found countering the conclusion ? Then Whal 
remains about the veracity of the findings; of any Inquiry ? 
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no g? 



■ 


Th* tvf of Hor^rnii rlf'drly -nnd crtl|8t f fc* 1 1 y i 

< IM p, ». ■ ., ■ ■ ■ „ . m i Mi ■ l ■ ■ uj m i i i | l , i Min i iiM i M i in^ 

*|i ov^d t finding of Hi'' two onrii*?!* 4 n^ft i i rp? -tnd thi‘s* tb°~ 



* i \ i r ' 1 * ■ r H i »■ Tppo't * Dir u ^ f fji‘ f ^ i i rcm^ i n ft ^ i n *■ f ^ ^ 1 i 1 ^ i v & f nod 


' i * l ■ i '* ■ 1 

4 

T h e v* ? *.» *? i n .'c 1 vf d if j M . * i v/o r 1 i <? r i iv i u i r i s- w o 7- whether N e t n j i 
<Ir**J in i Ik i l Teo-’d ? > s *; j - vrl r ni n-.it . Mm two i n« pii r io*‘ ^onclnd^d thnf 
fK f i7 1 tirjrf if f h*r re port - ed ■*iircr‘ > ’h. F 1 n** •* r fovt . did not occ^pt 

■ n* | t lv j j , > » 'o!iv or 1 1 7 * i ;* 1 . P m n ^n7 for fho 


nay >- r h i ^ briK' j* p m i ■} open* i,e. * i t ^ yet; to b r 


t 


f imgi ised if fi- faji di°d or not in the alleged aircrash. 

T fio Govt, lawyer argued that the statement of Mornrji Desai did 
not mean ’ontiigh' rejection' of the findings of the two earlier 
inquiries. Then what is the implication of Morarji Desai* s sloctement 

K ? Tu use another word, -- if is certainly disapproval of the findings of. 


the two inquiries foi De-Open i ny, Re-viewing and Fie- Co ns i dera t ion of 


the issue - whether Netaii died in the alleged a ire rash or not 


When further Inquiry Commission was instituted, Mr. Khos 1 a also 
faced a difficulty to conduct his inquiry because Shah Nawaz 
Commit it tee's Report was not outright rejected'. Mr, Khosla wrote i n £ 
his Report: " . . . althouoh report of the shaiid ' navaz committee had been 

ORIGINALLY ACCEPTED RY THE OOVT. , THE MATTER MAV1NCJ NOW BEXNUj 

RE -OPENED. THE GOVT. DID NOT WISH TO PLEAD THAT THE FINDINGS CONTAINI 



jl *lN THAT REPORT WERE CORRECT. " { KIIOSLA REPORT: P. 11, PARA . 

In the present case the Govt. lawyer mav argue that Morarji 

Desai 's statement may not be tantamount to ‘outright rejection' of the jij 

two earlier findings, but it amounts to certainly " re-openi ng 1 of the 1 

basic issue whether Hetaji died in the alleged air crash on Aug 18, | 


194 5 or not. There cannot be anykind of direct or indirect argument to 


7 I 


5gi . M>;;, 4. V • 


*- 


Sager 





d*»n y the fact i.hctt iannta Govt . . f »<•-»-(«(>*• nt»d issue of di sappoorance 

Neta.ii for final settlement- 

^ f j f j f *ic t ^pt v'i r i i -ti *" t h? lnii^to novt % r^^op^npd tin? 

disnj'j^;.'i r-TMC*: 1 o f N'.^t * i i * t fi€'n it sonip Hftv*' to h<? t nlpn tr 

# 

f iii'-'l tv t m . 1 the i r- ■ u e . 

1 1 i- ( t r i that Morarii Pecii did not favour tot any fu i thefl 

\ nun i t , of t Ft*. \ i nd of ■hah Hi.w; (.oimn it f ee or Mror.lq Comm i ion. 

■ i l o a g i ued with his views. 

But file Janata Govt. after Shri Horarji Dosai’s statement 
disapproved the findings of the two erarlier inquires i n action alS( 

In giving written answer to Qln i P . r; . ran<a1 ram ' s quest ioi n regarding 

m, 

Ln inging ol Ur. -'.liege. J ashes of Uetaji from Tokyo to India as was 

-a 

rwr|ri«. r y*(\ hy i.,p. General Furi-ar-a, ?hr i p.ihnil lal Mandal , a Minister 

r I 

... f ?t *i. v, s > i -1 on II April 1 *? 7 9 . in the Parliament j 

“in iiil Liwn or rut. reasonable lioubts cast on the correctness or 

- - -j.. 

THE CONCLUSION REACHED IN TWO EARLIER REPORTS ON DEATH OF NETAJ1 SUB HAS 

CHANDRA BOSE, THE OOVT. FIND IT DIFFICULT TO ACCEPT THAT THE EARLIER 

$ 
mt 

CONCLUSION ARE DECISIVE. iT WILL, THEREFORE, NOT BE POSSIBLE FOR THE 
OOVT - TO TAKE ACTION AT PRESENT ON THE SUOOESllON OF OEN . FUZIARA. 

Although Morarjibhai did not want further inquiry, but he was no 
obi it ions of the fact that after his statement in the Parliamen 
nat ioinal responsibility devolved on the Govt, to find the answer, 
then, what really happened to Netaji ? As such, he asked his politico 
Secretary to discuss the ^matter with me. I have over an hour long tal 
with him in a room in the Central Hail of the Parliament. I suggested ' 
:*f‘.*. ! pi -.-I vni I..-. ; ■' i a ic-r . < fiat Govt, should set, u p a high power 
committee for an Investigative inquiry for going through all document: 

,.i nd report-; of all other inquires made by various Indian and foreign' 
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Dul before the modus uptrend i of such inquiry could bo chalked out 
■ftf tei consul tot. iu i n with the Prime Minister. Janata Govt. Mad to yo out 

of t n . 'frier, a nd the ,. Mol « i ? ■* > 1 >. 1 - y ~ ~d i n g n n 1 1 ive ski gat i ve ] nq u i r y 
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t » : - 1 1 < _ i i >i - : h '■ 1 !■ t i 1 1 ,i , 


f 

1 vr fo 1 1 or 1 a 1 ia 1 t Oo , ! 

1 . . '.in i 

11 cm arji i 

\ r q 1 on ed 

the third 

v J 1 L i j i 

uf io > f =c'jl . " Nvt ? j 1 - 

P * ad ci 

Alive ? ’ 

- in 0 public 

f u net ioin 

1 n * 1 < j 1 I 

it r "Illi ■ 1 , [ | 1 hi 1 L 1 1 

i'n Mil 

f U IV. t 1 U II , 

■ In 1 L lf Vn i " 

1 1 s l. c d t It c 


n*: 


; fc. finin' ;■- ■■ol.iuy the t -m of di -'a upon ranee of hetaji. 


VI. SHRI SHANDRA SEKHAR GOVT. ACCEPTS THE MOVE FOR INVESTIGATIVE 

INQUIRY 

h 

4. a With Janata Dal coming to power the move for an Investigative 

m- 

Inquiry to fin alise the quest io in what really happened to Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Dose was revived. For this I met* the then President of" 
India, Shri R . Ventatraman more than once. He was fully convinced that 


it was our sacred national duty to fin ally settle the mystery about 


it w-ib uu 1 bat f tfu not iuic 

disappearance of Netaji. 

a » JU l y J m. v 1 1 1 ^ ^ v v - , - 1 ■ - 

Accordingly he wrote as well 

as personally 

told the Trime Minister, 

Shri V.P.Sinyh, to 'take up' 

thematter of 


1 nve s t i gat i ve I nq u i r y a bout Netaji. I had also written to Shri 


V.P.Sinyh earlier and my letter to the President was also forwarded to 

the Prime Minister. 

' * 

4.2 In reply to my first letter, Shri V.P.Sinyh wrote to me on June 

4 

* 27 , 1990 . 

"... REGARDING INVESTIGATION INTO THE DOCUMENTS OF NETAJI SUBHAS CHANDRA 
BOSE. . . I SHALL HAVE THE MATTER LOOKED INTO. " j 

=fe::.v . B - 

V OUftfiT 01 hlCCRCLV, 



i 
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. 

DEAR PROF. GUHA: I HAVE RECEIVED YOUR LETTER OF MAY 17, .lOOU REGARDING 

HI OH LEVEL INVESTIGATIONS INTO SECRET DOCUMENTS ON DISAPPEARANCE OF 
NET A J J . SlinifAS cjlANDHA POSE. IinJEVFI' TO PF AVAILADLF IN THE USSR* U. K f 
JAPAN AMD THE OS A . 

J HAVE ASKED THE MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS TO LOK INTO THIS. 


REGARDS, 

YOURS SINCERELY, 

SD/- V . F, SINGH 

After receiving this letter from the Prime Minister, I wrote to 

Shri l.K.Gujrnl, the Minister of external Affairs, who was an 

h 

Ambassador to Moscow. Then I visited Delhi and had discussion with him, * 

far an hour. He assured all efforts to contact with USSR and other 

concerned foreign countries. But before tie could take up the 

preliminary work of Investigation, Janata Govt, had to quit office. 

a. 5 Then came the Govt, of Shri Chandra Sekhar and I immediately took 

up the pending issue of Investigative Inquiry with him, who was my old 

friend. I also personally met with the President requesting him to talk 

to the new Prime Minister personally, as I thought he will more 

patriotically respond to the issue. I also wrote to the Deputy Prime 

Minister, Shri Devi Lai about the matter. 
x 

d,c On January Z ?, I?? I, I received a letter from the Joint Secretary 


ft 


?£■ 


of the President in which he informed me - 


'THE president wishes me to convey to his thanks to you fur YOUR 



! 


w 











fa 



•A .XUHlWr 


THE PRIME MINISTER* THE PRIME MINISTER HAS INFORMED THE rRCSIMCNT THAT 

THE ISSUE WILL BE LOOKED INTO* 


WITH RFC I A Ri*R. 


YOURS SIN C£R E LY ♦ 


SD - (lOPAL KRISHNA JAN Ml! J 


1 - ha i Unouyh n>. fi i ctci Pier* 


4 * *5 T I i s [ • ■ 'an* f ! i *. \ ■* j> ■ : d f s \ U i2 fid) u 

flA-iin m in*! • .ii *M . tlmh I: , |/ Mt | ■ 

* t HAVE RECEIVED , . , LETTER OF STIR I SAMAR OUHA ttkUJA RHINO HIGH 

LEVEL INVESTIGATION INTO SECRET DOCUMENTS ON DISAPPEARANCE OF NL1AJ1 

SUOHAS CHANDRA HOSE* I AM HAVING THIS LOOKED INTO* 

WITH REGARDS 


YOURS SINCERELY 


SDV- CHANDRA SEKHAR 

a * 7 T herv r *. f tvs come the* reply from Shri Devilal on March 13, 1991, 

which he wrote : ^ - * 

M i»EAR TRnF. OUHA* 

* 

YOUR LEI TER* **. RECEIVED BY ME ON 7TII MARCH* iPPl REGARDING SIIOII 


LEVEL INVESTIGATION INTO SECRET DOCUMENTS' ON DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJI 


SMflHAS CHANDRA BOSE* I AM FORWARDING YOUR LETTER TO MINISTER OF 


EXTERNAL AFFAIRS FOR APPROPRIATE ACT* 

WITH REGARDS, 


9* 


YOURS SINCERELY, 

SD/- DEVI LAL 


4. 6 THEN ON MARCH 2P* IPPi, CAME THE MOST VITAL lNFORMATIOIN FROM THE 


MINISTER OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS, SHRI DIOVXJAY SINGH, THAT THE OOVT. HAD 


UNDERTAKEN THE TASK OF INSTITUTING AN INVESTIGATIVE INQUIRY 


ABOUT 


i 


DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJI SUBHA5 CHANDRA BOSE AND HAVE ALREADY STARTED 



THE POROGESS OF INVESTIGATIONS . THIS VITAL LETTER FROM THE MINISTER OF 
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"''-'EMBLEM ;FOK EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 


INDIA 

NO. 4BP/Dm/Pi 



P£AF prof* sasmarjee, 

KINDLY REFER TO YOUR LETTER OF 20 FEBRUARY, lPPi ADDRESSED TO SHRI 
DEVI LAL CONCERNING HIGH LEVEL INVESTIGATION INTO 'SECRET DOCUMENTS ON 
THE PISAPPEARAMCF Of NETAJI SUllHAS CHANDRA BOSK. 

2. 1 VOULD DIKE: TO ASSURE YOU THAT THIS MINISTRY HAS ALREADY 

INITIATED FOLLOW-UP ACTION IN THIS REGARD . VE ARE AWAITING RESULTS TO 

QUR INQUIRIES, 



3. VE SHALL KEEP YOU INFORMED OF ANY FURTHER DEVELOPMENTS, 

WITH KIND REGARDS, 

PROF, SAMAR GUlt A YOURS SINCERELY, 

EX * MENDER OF PARLIAMENT 

, 

_/ By 2 central pari 

CALCUTTA70003Z SD/-DIOVUA YSINGH 


4. e Implications of the Common i cat i oi ns from the President, Prime 
Ministers and the Minister of External Affairs of the Govt. of Shri 
Chandra Sekhar. 

(i) The then President of India Shri R . Venkat raman accepted it as a 
legal and natioinal duty after the statement of Shri Morarji Desai to 

t 

start a High Level Inveset i gat i ve Inquiofy about Disappearance of 

I 

i 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose . > 

i 

fii) The Govt, of Janata Dal of Shri V.P. Singh agreed to institute a 


i. 


I 



j, High Level Inv estigative Itiqauiry about disappearance of Netaji. 

(iii) Successor Govt, of Shri V.P. Singh, the Govt. of Shri Chandra 




Sekhar not only morally and legally accepted the obligation of c 




onducting an Investigative Inquiry, but but {actually their Minister of 


External Affairs, 

. , ■. i. - 


started a 





lejvel i nvest i gat ion about 
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rushed tc Delhi, ne..t day, to meet the Minister of External Affairs, 
' and discuss probable modalities regarding the process and parameter of 
Investigative Inquiry. But, the day I reached Delhi, the Govt, of Shri 
Chandra Sekhar resigned. 


V. NEW HURDDLE AFTER FORMATION OF SHRI NARASIMHA RAO GOVT. 


i. a It is the moral, legal and constitutional obligatloin of a 
successor Govt- to follow the policy of an earlier Govt. unless either 
on the floor of the Parliament or by administrative decision that 


4 


po 


licy is changed. It was not only a patriotic but legal obligatiom of 


-'iThe Narasimha Rao Govt, to undertake follow-up actioin regarding 
Investigative Inquiry about disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bo.se 
that was started by the Chandra Sekhar Govt. 

I had my political prempnition that the new Govt. will not 
spontaneously take up the matter of high level Investigative Inquiry 
about disappearance of Netaji . 

I 

3.2 I wrote a letter to the new Prime Minister, Shri P . V . Naras imha 

Rao. It was simply acknowledged. Meanwhile the President, Shri 

t 

R . Venkatraman came to Calcutta, when a deputation consisting of Dr. 

v* i 

® ^ . * ~ t 

Shushil Kr. Mukherjee, Ex. Vice Chancellor of Calcutta University, 

„ * 

•Prof. Arabindo Bose, Cx. Vice Chancellor, Dr. Mauindra Multan 

Chakravarty, Ex. Vice Chancellor, Prof. Amiya Majumdar, Dr. D.Basu, Ex. 
President, Asiatic Society and myself met the President at Calcutta Raj 
Bhavan and gave him a resolution of the Citizen’s Convention protesting 

against Posthumous Award of Bharat Ratna announced in Netaji ’s name and 

; 
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1 

urging for fresh Investigative Inquiry about Netaji. 

* 


a. 3 

President 

of 

India replied to 

my 

letter 

after leaving his 

office 

„ and 

going back 

to 

Madras, on 28.8. 
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* 

VDE AR 

PROF. CUHA 

* 







AS I WROTE 

TO 

YOU, I HAD ALREADY 

TAKEN 

UP THE MATTER WITH THE 


PRIME MINISTER. I COULD NOT DO IT AGAIN IN THE LAST FEW DAYS AS YOU CAN 
EASILY IMAGIN’^ THE STRESS OF RECEIVING? FAREWELL CALLS . 

I HOPE YOUR MISSION WILL BE ACHIEVED, 


WITH KIND REGARDS, 

YOURS SINCERELY, 

SDA R . VENKATR AMAN 

‘‘ii. 4 The former President did not simply stop after hoping, - "your 

mission will be achieved" he wrote his last letter to Shri Narasiroha 
-* _ 

Rao requesting him to take follow up action of the decision taken by 

the Minister of External Affairs of the Govt, of Shri Chandra Sekhar. 

PEAK SHRI COHA . 


4’ 




30. IX, P2 


THANKS FOR YOUR LETTER DATED 21 NOV, I HAVE DONE ALL 


CAN IN 


t 


THIS MATTER. NOW OTHERS HAVE TO FOLLOW IT UF< YOU HAVE MY BEST WISHES 


IN THE PURSUIT YOU HAVE UNDERTAKEN, 


,i , 

'ns*.. *r 


4 I 


WITH KIND REGARDS:, 








YOURS SINCERELY, 

S DS- R. VCNKATKAMAN. 


1 


VI. NEITHER YES OR NO POLICY OF THE NEW GOVT. : 








'.I*'' 


<m Announcement of the Posthumous Award in the name of Netaji in a 


way indicated the attitude of the new Govt, about any follow-up action 


* 



f 
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reogarding hetaji Inquiry. 


0.2 To create a moral pressure on the Govt. I requeseted Shri 

L.K.Advani, Leader of the Opposition in Lot; Sabha , Shri Sikander Bakt, 

Ht- 

>i_earier of the Opposition in Rajya Sabha, Shri Chandra Sekhar. Shri 
'■ .P. Singh, Shri Jyoti Bosu , Chief Minister of West Bengal, requesting 
all of them to write to the Prime Minister to undertake follow up 
action about the Investigative Inquiry started by the Govt. of Shri 
Chandra Sekhar. All of their, informed me in writtiny that they have 

written Lo the Prime Minister, who acknowledged their letters, without 

* 

making any comment thereabout. 

a. 3 Meanwhile the new President of India, Dr. Shankar Dayal Sharma, 
who visited Calcutta. On behalf of the Citizen's Committee, Dr. Triguna 

Jk- 

Sen, Dr. Sushil Mukherjee, Prof. Arabinda Bose, Prof. Amiya Majumder 
myself met him to give him a memorandum requesetiny him to 
withdraw posthumous Award of Bharat Ratna in the name of Netaji and 
take follov/-up action about Netaji Inquiry started by the Govt. of 
Chandra Sekhar. The President wrote to me that he sent our memorandum 
to him and told him about the matter of Netaji Inquiry. 

0.4 The Prime Minister remained unresponsive to the requeset made to 

4 

him the present opposition leaders and even of two very distinguished 
personalities like the former President, Shri ’ N. Sanjiva Reddy and Shri 
S . Ni jal i ngappa, oldest among the. President of the Congress of the 

X i 

post-independent days. 

i 

a However, the present Minister of .External Affairs, Shri Dinesh 
Singh warmly replied to my letter writing me on March 6, 1993 : 

Mb,. - . t -tWm- - • i ... 

\.,I ENTIRELY AGREE WITH YOU THAT THE RIDDLE ABOUT THE 


OMAPVKAkAWOK OF MCTAJI ABOUT TUC 


ibappcabahoe or mkta^i buoulb 


SOLVED. I CAN ASSURE YOU* WE SHALL DO EV ERYTHXNG POSSIBLE IN 


THIS 





-Vi % 


REOARD. YOU HAVE MADE SUGGESTIONS. WHICH ARE .VERY IMPORTANT AND I 

r Vv ' ...' v .jjfg CVV.-' .'£.;• 

HAV|NO THE MATTER EXAMINED AS TO HOV BEST WE SHOULD PROCEED FURTHER, " 

This is a very witcome letter and indeed the Minister of external 

j.!r 

Affairs, thereafter, has written to some Ambassador and his secretary 
tried to contact the nbew Russiansd Govt, also* 


0, 0 


In another letter to Dr. Vriguna Sen, Shri Dinesh Singh wrote to 


V. 


M n, : 

* * , , VE SHALL CARRY OUT ANY DIRECTIVE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF INDIA 
REGARDING 1KQUIPV INTO THE DISAPPEARANCE OF NETAJ2 SUBHAS CHANDRA ROSE, 

IN THE MEANTIME, VE SHALL. SEE IF VE CAN GATHER SOME INFORMATION FROM 

THE KREMLIN FILES AS SUGGESTED BY YOU. 

Thus, the whole issue of a regulasr and formal Investigative 
Inquiry about disappearance of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose reached a' 
state of suspended expectation, because of indecisive policy of the 
Govt . 

, .1H 

VII. NETAJI'S DESTINATION - RUSSIA 

-4 

» 

6,2 Expect Col. Habibur Rahman, one of the dmost trusted lieutenant, 
who Netaji choose to circulate cooked up news of his aircrash death 
according to mhis escape plan, - every other witness appearing before v 
Shah Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission, came to .know one way or 

. v ~’PV* 



other that after flight from Saigon on Aug 13, 1945, Netaoi’s 

■ ■ * t 

destination was Russia. Even Mr. Khosla also admitted it in his Report. 
^Netaji decided to reach Russia via Dairen in Manchuria and across the 
Sibuian border. * 

E.Bhaskaran, very trusted confidential secretary of of Netaji told 

I 

| . • ' : | 

PI ; ; V- ‘ 
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* K- 









•ijri .-. -fe Z-,:it".- "■•■ f. S'iJ® * > ? 

Khosla Commission that at about 3 a.m at night on Aug 17, 1 945, Netaji 
wrote a secret letter to John Thlvy, one of t/re*A2ad Minister, "i am 

wfc> " ■ -- .- V • — 7 y r ‘ k ' S^OTi* - I 1 \ - -i t p-^rjT . 7. 

1;- 4 ; '/- : vvwy v. *, * -^ v w ; : -- . ' . I ; ‘ _ . -"^v. 1 . -J*? --. ./ " 

WRITING THIS TO YOU AS I AM ON THE EVE OF TAKING LONG JOURNEY BY AIR 

|no who knows an accident may not overtake me. " This was the only hint 

yj,hat Netaji gave to one of his most faithful colleague about what ho 

i * 

should expect in news broadcast. 

C>\2. COL. TAOA'S REPORT: According to a secret file of Pandit Nehru, 

S. A. Ayer informed him after his confidential meeting with Col. Tada, 
the co -architect of Netaji's escape plan along with Gen. Iso da, came 
to, kow from him that Netaji’s destination was Russia via Dairend and 

across the Manchurian border, [nktaji - dead or alive •?] 

6.3- SHAH NAWAZ KHAN’S REPORT: Shah Nawaz Khan told Khosla Commission, 
"Netaji felt that it mwould be good policy for him to take shelter in 

t 

^Russia." For this Ananda Mohan Sahay was directed by Netaji to contact 
J^icob Malik, the Russian Ambassador in Tokyo. 


rr a . 

u,*r * 


LT. GEN. ISODA’S DISCLOSURE: Lt. Gen. Isoda, the principal 

architect of Netaji's escape plan told Khosla Commission that Netaji's 
plan told Khosla Commission that Netaji's plan was to go to Russia. 

6.5 The Vol.VI of the British Document, "Transfer of Poweer -1942-47", 
disclosed in 5 975 that, "He (Bose) mighty of course, in certain 
circumstances he welcomed in Russia." 

i 

6.6. SHYAMLAL JAIN'S EVIDENCE : Shyamlal Jain, a confidential steno 
of Asaf All, told Khosla Commission that Nehrp received a secret note, 

f 

which informed Nehru that 'Bose* reached Manchuria and from there he 

" ■■ -3T 


crossed into Russian territory t 

i 

67. BRITISH INTELLIGENCE REPORT TO WAVELL GOVT: 


According to File 


No. 10/Misc/INA- page 38, 39, the Govt, of Lord Wave!! received the 

\ ■ - • > 

: 

following reports from the British Intelligence forces : 
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tA ;. 1 , 1 i ffTfr 


i 


"ST 


a 

Ik 


i "oandh: stated puislicly at the beginning or January uuo, that he 


BELIEVED THAT UUSE WAS ALIVE AND IIItUNCI,. . . IIUWKVEK, A SECRET REPOR 


■ f 

ei 


>fc 


SAYS, NEHRU RECEIVED A LETTER FROM BOISE SAVING THAT HE WAS IN RUSSXJjf ; 
.AND HE WANTED TO ESCAPE TO INDIA. THIS IN FORMATION ALLEGES THAT ; 

f 

GANDHI JI AND SARAT BOSE AS RE THOSE, WHO VERE AWARE OF THIS. XT XS 
Probable that a lcttcd arrived about the time oandhiji made: his public 

STATEMENT, 

According to "another PIECE OF INTELUOENCE, WHICH CONNECTS BOSE 
WITH NORTH VEST PROVINCE - . . IS THAT THE PRESIDENT OF THE FRONTIER 


% 


STUDENT CONGRESS . , . VAS OOING THERE HIMSELF. IN THIS LETTER THE WRITER 

SAID THAT BOSE IS IN T. T - THAT WAS SOME COU£ WORD. 

6.8, ADMISSION BY RUSSIAN AMBASSADORS IN KABUL AND TEHARAN : 

On 7th January the Russian paper Pravda denied in strong terms that 
Bose was in Russia* Before thise Ghilzai Malang had been coupling with 
a live Bose in Russia, and in December t a report said that Govermen t 
of Afgan Province, Khost, has been informed by the Russian Ambassador 
in Kabul that there are many Congress refugees in Moscow and Bose was 
included tod their number. There is little reason for such person to 
bring Bose into fabricated stories. ASt the same time the view that the 
Russian Ambassador are disclosing or alleging that Bose is in Mo9scow 
is supplied in a report received from Tehran. This stated that 
Maradott, the Russian Vice Consul General disclosed in March that Bose, 
is in Russia. " 

- ;1 

6.9* INFORMATION BY OEBEN SEN : Deben Sen, an Ex. M.P and a ’ forme I 


associate of Netaji claimed that 'on their way to Brussels to attend and 


international labour conference along with Jogleker, a founder membet ; 

of the Communist Party, claimed that by chance they met Netaji *at 


Marseilles airport, who was seen surrounded by Russian guasrds. Debeii 


w 


I 


" hIPS 
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Sen and loglehar excitedly tried to approach Netaji, but he indicated 
them not to try to meet him. 

Deben Jen told about this incident to ^Saraet Bose, Chapalakanta 

I 

Bhattacharya and myself. But on advice from Sarat Bose, Shri Sen kept 

sVlent. However, some years later as he had serious heart attack he 
disclosed this in a press conference in Delhi. 

6.10. Strangely, almost at the same time the British Communist leader, 
Gallachar said publicly that "Bose had gone to the Irish Free State on 
a secret mission. " 


Interestingly, when De Valera, who was a good frien d of 


Bose , 


k . 

IF 


said in sixties, when he visited Calcutta that "he expected Bose to see 

. I a f 

in India." 

# 

5.11 Shri Pulin Sen, publisher of Netaji’s book, 'The Indian 
Struggle' told i nternatioi nal press that according to his information 
that "Netaji was living in a Budhist monk in Russian Mongolia. 

6.12. INFORMATION BY DR. RADHA KRISHNAN : 

Dr. Radhakr ishnan, when he was Indian Ambassador in Moscow cAme to 

know that Netaji was held in captivity in Stalin's sdRussia. This 

information he disclosed to his very close friend Dr. Saroj Das, a 

Professor of Philosophy of Calcutta University, who told it to Dr. 5 
. 

Ramesh Chandra Majumder; Dr. Majumder informed Shri Morarji Desai about 

i 

it. Dr. Majumdar and Mcrarji Desai - both of them told me ab out it, 

6.13. A REVEALING DOCUMENT FROM U.S PRINCETON UNIVERSITY : I had the 

i - p ;v - - " ’ 

opportunity to visit the asrcfcives of U.S. Princeton University in 1990 
and came to know about man/ documents of eminent U.S Journalist Louis 

Fischer, whdo was acting as a non-official liaison between Mahatma 

i 

Gandhi and President Roosevelt. Dr. Bhalrav Bhattacharya had sent me a 
sensational document in the form of letter written to Louis Fischer 
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by the most trusted disciple of Mahatmaji', - Khurshed 

j'J* 

daughter of Dadabhai Nawraji. 

On July 22, 1946, she wrote a hand written letter 

obviously as desired by Gandhi ji anu almost in Gandhiji 1 

* 

giving a graphic description of the political situation in 
■ i s letter, she hinted Fischer that the situation ma> take 
if Subha? Chandra Bose enters into India with the help of 
Army. She wrote in one place : 

"AT HEART THE INDIAN ARMY DBKIT1SH INDIAN ARM YO IS 


Behn, grand 

to Fischer, 

s language, 
India. In 
a new turn 
the Russian 

SYMPATHETIC 


WITH THE INDIAN NATIONAL. ARMY UNA), IF BOSE COMES WITH THE HELP OF 
RUSSIA NEITHER OANDHIJI N OR CONORE5I WILL BE ABLE TO REASON WITH THE 
COUNTRY. A LS O CIF) RUSSIA FOR PROPAGANDA PURPOSES DECLARE ITSELF AN 


ASIATIC COUNTRY, THEN THE V R E IS NO HOPE OF AN EUROPEAN ALLIANCE 


ACCEPTABLE TO INDIA. " 

THIS LETTER SHOWED THAT GANDHIJ1 WAS CERTAIN THAT ATLEAST IN JULY 

1 + M * 

1P^<S NETAJI WAS ALIVE AND IN RUSSIA * 

I *■ 

i 

I have sent copies of this letter to the Presidents of India, Shri 

l 

R . Venkat raman and Dr. S.D.Shasrma and all these successive Prime 

Ministers, Shri V.P. Singh, Shri Chandra Sekhar and Shri P . V . Nasrasimha 

\ 

Rao and other opposition leaders. ; 

", ‘ v. -y , •• , r 

[ ANNEXUKE A: LETTER OF OR. BHA1RAV BHATTACHARYA AND KHURSHED BAHNS 

letter] . 

6.14-- SECRE PAPERS ON NETAJI IN RUSSIA : A Russian researcher, Dr. 

t.S.Yurlova visited India in 1990, when she told 'Hiundustan Times, on 

* 

5,3.90 i 


MARCH A CHTC) 


THE SOVIET GOVT. POSSESS CERTAIN SECRET 


DOCUMENTS, WHICH 


MAY 


SHED 


NEW LIGHT ON NETAJI 


UiHAfl ohandra dose. 



. ■ 
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Or THE INSTITUTE or ORIENTAL STUDIES, MOSCOW, TOLD 

; ■ | 

sovirt:>- scholars, who had been 

TO THE OOVT. FOR PERMISSION TO 



EXAMINE THE DOCUMENTS. THE DOCUMENTS were CATEGORISED AS 'TOP SECRET' 

AND HAD NEVER BEEN ACCESSIBLE. THE SCHOLARS WERE, HOWEVER, HOPEFUL OF 

A E USSR NATIOINAL ARCHIVES AGREEING TO MAKE AVAILABLE THE DOCUMENTS IN 
:£ CONTEXT OF THE GLASNET PREVAILING IN THE COUNTBV , " 


9f 


6.15- ACCOUNT OF A GERMAN- JEW WHO CLAIMED TO MEET NETAJI IN A RUSSIAN 
CONCENTRATION CAMP: Shri S.Sarkar of South Calcutta ast present 

residing at 78, Apear Garden, Asansole, Burdwan, who know Russian, and 

who was working in the Machine Building Plant at Gorlovska near the 
city of Donisk in Russia. He came in contact of a German-lew, 

B.A.Zerobin, who was working as the Deputy Chief of the Plant 
Machi nosttoi tel i nizevod. He gave an account to Mr. Sarkar, how he 
accidentally met Bose in a re-orientation camp in Siberia. 

f A f tJ f T - T> A \>n f* 1 f FTTrfl r TM Mhl® i* A TUtl f AHTT1 1 rTTtTD f'O VfTt T *£7 T Kf 1 ^ \ 

t kJ *4 nt* k» | jl ( V V V I * 4-4 i * U WL 4 4 i V 4 Li— i m* 411 J 

+* 

6 . 16 . LETTER TO GORVACHEV AND YELTSIN: I meet the then Russian 

leader, Brezhnev in 1 974 , when he visited Delhi. As the leader of the 
Socialist Party in Lok Sabha I sen t a letter to him inquiring about 
Netaji in Russia after fall of Japan. The letter was acknowledged, but 

not replied. 

Later, after the beginning of the Glastnot era in Russia, I had 
sent a letter to Mr. Gorvachev, which included the account of Zerobin. 

i 

f My letter was separately forwarded to! Gorvachev by two former!: 

* i 

Presidents of India, Shri N.Sanjiva Reddy and Shri Zail Siongh and a| 
former Congress President, Shri S .Ni jal ingappa. But none of these 

letters were replied. 

After dawn of democracy in present Russia, I have sent another! 

9 


! 
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letter’ to the President Yeltsin, through Russian Consulate in Calcutta 
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and another through 'Russian Embassy in Delhi. But this letter dstoo 

* A *^ ■ ■•■ ■. ■. v-:-.,r:-._i — ■ 


remained unreplied, [annexure a and b 3. 

'3?^ : v , r - y / - 1 ’ ■ ” /~~0lL - - ’ '^§§5 
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Vt DEMAND FOR INVESTIGATIVE INQUIRY TO HNALLY KNOW WHAT HAPPENED 

TO NET AJ1 SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 


After the statement made by Shri Morarji Desai in the Parliament 
about the Report of the Shah Nawaz Committee and Khosla Commission, 
morally and legally the issue of disappearance of Netaji has been 

unmi s taken! y Re-opened for Review and re-consideration* It is the 
sacred duty of the Govt* to make a final and positive effort to know 

■ i 

what really happened to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

(i) It should be remembered that even before the statement of 
Morarjibhai, the then President of India, Shri N.Sanjiva Reddy, - on 
t-Cio occassions, - once, while unveiling the portrait of Netaji on the 
Central' Hall of the Paraliment and then again at the time of releasing 
the book - "Netaji - Dead or Alive ?" unreservedly expressed his 
disbelief in the story of Netaji's death. 

■ i 

(ii) Similarly, the Speaker of Lok Sabha, Hon'ble K.S.Hegde, 
refused to entertain the request made to him to bring the so-called 

c : „• ~ r - __ » , -,: v , 

ashes of Netaji to India. When he visited Renkoji temple near Tokyo. 

(iii) After Morarji bhai ' s statement, the; President of India, Shri 
R . Venkatraman was firmly convinced that an Investigative Inquiry should 
be started to finalize the issue of disappearance of Netaji. He 

^ 4 

^personally talked to the two successive Prime' Mi ni sters , Shri V.P. Singh 
and Shri Chandra Sekhar and wrote to them also advising themd to 'take 


p$W- 


up* the issue of an Investigative Inquiry 


about disappearance of 


■ 
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Netaji . 

(iv) Shri Venkastraman told the present Minister and wrote 

to him as well on two occassioins to 'take-up' the issue of 

.Investigative Inquiry about Netaji. 

(v) The Govt, of Chandra Sekhar informed Samar Guha that they had 

* 

al read 'started investigation about the issue of dise earance of 


Neta j 


(vi) Tiie present Minister of External Affairs, Shri P i nesh Singh 
agreed that "... everything possible" will , be done so that "the riddle 
about disappearance of netaji should be resolved". And he has already 


started doing something. 

(vil) All the leaders of the Opposition parties and some of the 

Chief Ministers wrote to the Prime Minister,! requesting him to start an 
Investigative Inquiry to resolve the riddle about Netaji. The Prime 

* . ' -- i 

Minister acknowledged every such letters and said 'no' to n one. 

(viii) West Bengal Assembly passed a unanimous resolution urging - 
the Central Govt, for a fresh probe into Netaji-mystery that still 

4 

remained unresolved. 

What has been demanded is not any public inquiry of the type of 
Shah Nawaz Committee of Khosla Commission. 

It appears that dthe External Ministery of the Chandra Sekhar 
Govt, and present Govt, have already started • someki nd of inv estigation 
but in a haphazard manner. > 

NUBr i 

I therefore, appeal to your Lordship to;issue an order asking the 
Central Govt, to start an I investigative Inquiry - not public inquiry of 
the kind of Shah Nawaz Committee or Khosla .Commission - to give a 
formal and legal shape to the present haphazard move of the Govt, to 

I 

inquire about the issue of disappearance of Netaji. 



Vr 
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CENTRE *r J : AMD OTHER BRITISH RtPQHtS . 

CLJj thf_ report or thf counter iwtei -ljoence corp fc. i. c>: 

C3) the report or inquihv made: bv the govt, or vaviell; 

(4) THE REPORT OF INQUIRY MADE HY MAC ARTHUR SI PACIFIC ARMY 

INTCLLIOUNCC TEAM'; AMD OTHER MS REPORTS ABOUT NETAJI. 

C53 ™ E REPORT OF THE INQUIRY MADE HY THE MAYOR OF TAIPEI 

( TAI1IQKU); 

r - C6> the reports in the k . a . n ntts and staling secret archives 

5® 


about SURHAS CHANDRA DUSE- 

C7) THE papers and documents in the archives of the govt. of 

japan, particularly about the repoort of alleged death of net a ji in the 


REPORTED AIR CRASH, PENSION PAPERS OF (JEN. SHLbt-1, cremation poermit 

ISSUED IN THE NAME OF KETAJI, O PHOTOGRAPHS OF ALLEGED DEAD BODY AND 


ALLEGED ASHES OF NETAJI, INA TREASURE, INQUIRY REPORT ABOUT THE ALLEGED 


AIRGRAPH AT TAlHO^U ON AUO IR, 1 P43, REPORTS OF A2RCRASH THAT TOOK 

PLACE IN THE TAIHOKU AIRFIELD IN THE YEAR 1P44 AND OTHER REPORTS ABOUT 

NETAJI SURMA S CHANDRA BOSE. 

*5? . 

C8) the report about netaji s presence with the nistirir ttr ijalatw 

CHURCH ON AEIIGUST 19, 1P4S; 


C?’.0 BRITISH WtPURI All OUT NETAJI, PARTICULARLY l N tlHNNII CTIOW WITH 


THE NEWS OF HIS DEATH IN THE ALLEGED AIRCRASH ON AUG IB, 1P43 , AND WHY 
THE BRITISH OOVT4. HAD SENT AN INTELLIGENCE TEAM TO TOKYO IN IPSO TO 


EXAMINE COL. NOMIOAKI AND OTHERS; 

(10> MY PAPERS AND DOCUMCKT£ THAT WERE MAINTAINED IN THE DM T4C 


Sr! 




Aft 



SPECIAL FILE OF PANDIT NEHRU, AND OTHER PAPERS 4U*D DOCUMENTS DECLARED 


AS MISSING OR DESTROYED' [ F ♦ 23f -P , M ; 

! (11) MOUNTBATTEN S FULL D I A A S R V : 

(12) SCRUTINY OF THE PAPERS. DOCUMENTS, EVIDENCES* AND PROCEEDINGS 
RELATING T SHAH NAVAS COMMITTEE AND KHQSLA COMMISSION; 

(13) 'D EXAMINE ANY PERSON'S IT REQUIRED; AND 

(14) all OTHER RELEVANT PAPERS AND DOCUMENTS AS AND WHEN DREOUJRED 
IN course or investigation. 

(15) THE DOCUMENTARY BOOK - 'NETAJI - DEAD OR ALIVE VtllCH WAS 

EXAMINED BY THE LAV MINISTRY IN 1P7B + 

IX. BHARAT RATNA AWARD - A DISHONOUR TO NETAJI : 

‘ \ 

Announcing of the Award of Bharat Ratna to Uetaj i is not a token 
of any honionour of Netaji. Except, one or two, non-descr i pt persons, 
e v •? r y bo dy in I n d i a a nd of the ho t o j i f a in i 1 y , cj r >po ’ e 1 1 1 e li I in r a t f : -it no 
Award to Netaji. Fit answer to Govt’s short si edited ness or prejudicial 
perception about the magnitude of the personality on Netaji, has been 
that nobody came forward of f/etaji’s relations to accept the Award. 

If bestowal of Bharat Ratna is no honour for Mahatma Gandhi, it is 
equally no honour for Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. Our freedom struggle 

produced a galaxy of great natioinal leaders. But historically and 

?■ 

philosophically, Hahatmaji and Netaji stand at characterst 4 i cal 1 y 

« 

different level from other natioinal leaders. 

Mahatma, - a spontaneous adoration of the people for Mohandas 

,• 4 

Karam Chand Gandhi is the highest honour bestowed by the people on 
Gandhi j i . 

... imiiarly, - Netaji is the highest honour on behalf of the nation 


3 ? 








that has been bestowed on Netaji. 

Historically, Mahatma Gandhi and Netaji Subhas are the two men of 

destiny of our nation. Other great national leaders either followed 

Gandhji* or Netaji, Gandhi ji prepared the background of our freedom 
struggle through successive mass mo%'ements of the Non-cooperation 
MovernenL of 192! , Civil Disobedience Movement of 1930 and the Quit 
India Movement of 1942. But, it was Netaji, who by his last decisive 
blow of Azad Hind Revolution knocked out the foundation of British Raj 
in India. Lord Attlee, who piloted the Indian Independence Bill iOn the 
British House of Commons frankly admitted, when asked, - 'Why they left 


their Indian Empire after the victory in the world war, - he forthwith 


rep 1 ied , "Because of Subhas Chandra 
Raj India was the loyalty of the 
Crown. This loyalty was demolished 
Neta j i . 


Bose". Yes, the pivot of British 
British Indian Army to the British 
by the Azad Hind Revolution of 

i 

i 


Thus, historically, so far as Indian; freedom struggle is 
concerned, Mahatma Gandhi and Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose are Llie two 
Men of Destiny of Indian Freedom. In estimation of the majesLy and Lhe 

t 

: 

magndilude of leadership in the struggle for Indian independence nobody 

j ! 

| ■ 

{else can be compared with them. All historian, not prejudiced by 
iNehruvian perspective, will hail them as two Supreme leader of the 
struggle for Indian freedom. 

Philosophically, Gandhi ji believed in non-violence, his means of 
struggle was peaceful satyagraha and his ultimate! approach to attain 


independence was transference power through negotiated settlement with 

j . ; 4 , : 

the British Raj. This why Gandhi became the highejst emblem of the moral 

- \ : 

values, - the Mahatma of the Indian freedom struggle. 

i ; 

Netaji believed ion the Sakti cult of Revolution, technique . and 
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strategy of ultimate armed struggle and seizure of power as the method 


of attaining freedom. Subhas is thus 


1 ul ] onar\ idealism, - the Maha Kshatrya of India's struggle fur 
liberation and that is why he has been hailed as Hie Netaj i uf Lie 
1 lid ] an people. 


Tin MahaLiaa, - the effulgent! emblem uf Salyagraha and Netaji the 
rad land mho! of Kevoiul ion - are two peerless pers >11:1 lilies in Lhe 
history uf our freedom struggle. To offer Bharat RaLna to Netaj i, - is 

a sacreligious attempt to run down Netaj* to the echelon of Ramchandran 
and Rajiv Gandhi. 

No, Bharat Ratna is meant neither fur Naha Lina Gandhi nor for 
Netaji Subhas. 

r, r)\ It is nut etiun-di to say the issue of IMiaral Ratna award Lo Netaji 
is clo~°'! Once closed, can be re-opened again. It .diould he withdrawn, 
lock, -luck and barel. 

After the legends of Azad Hind Revolution reached India every 

Indian leader was seen vying wit!, one other to pay his highest tribute 

* 

to Netaji. 

Gandhiji said Netaji INA had 'cast spell' on the Indian people 
and Netaji had attained such a majesty of a mystic personas 1 i ty that 
his 'name can only be conjured with.’ 

j ^)r . Pattabhi Sitaramaya, Tripuri Congress rival of Netaji and 
later a Congress President and the author of the History of Indian 
National Congress paid a long tribute in highest possible compl-imenmts 

to Netaji in which, inter alia, he wrote: nctaji. . . avashrior, a 

■ 

COMMANDED OF FORCES, a REBEL AND A REVOLUTIONARY, , - (ATTAINED) THE 
GLORY OF HIS ADVL TURF. UNPRECEDENTED IN CHARACTER, COLOSSAL IN 
MAONITUDC AMD JBTVPENDERC IN ACHIEVEMENT." 

1 •• ’ ’ ’•i'-' 


f 

ty 
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"SUBHAS HAS PROVED TOD THE V.'OF.LD THAT H INDUS TAt&*lS STILL A LAND OF 

Valour and prowess, that india has still in him that sense or national 

HONOUR FOR PRESERVATION AND PERPETUATION. . . SUBHAS MAY BE ALIVE OR DEAD 

IN B ODY, DUT HIS SPIRIT, HIS NAME VILL ENDURE LHNO, YEA FOR EVER IN 

HISTORY* IN COMMON WITH THE N AMES OF AL £XAMDER AND DARIUS, OF CAESAR 

AND HANNIBAL,. Of C^ENOKIS Nil AN A N r> TlTMtlH UNL, Ol' HAUuLD THE: LAST L>r 

fi AS RONS AND WILLIAM THE CONUUERLR, (_»K OR UM V ELL AND UUY KAKkES. OF 

KAISER AND HITLER, 

WHEN 1 VISITED MANILA IN 1 PSD TO SEE DR* JOSEPH LAUREL* FATHER OF 


PHILLIPINES, WHO VAS A COLLEAGUE OF NET AJI IN GREATER EAST 


ASIA 


MOVEMENT, HE TOLD ME; VHEN YOU OO BACK TO YOUR COUNTRY; TELL YOUR 
COUNTRYMEN, - OF ALL THE OREATMEN I HAVE EVER WET, chandra bocc vac the 

GREATEST* “ 

J.V- . .. - . 

N. 

Dr. Joseph Laurel was known in the Geneva League of NaLion days as 
one of the elder statesman of the world. 

No, no adoration of any glory can be more than a befitting 

* 

evaluation of Subhas Chandra Bose's personality than 'Netaji of the 
Indian people'. The Netaji, - the leader of the leaders, - the people 
of India should payd their tribute to Subhas Chandra Bose with no 

other, but with this incomparable adoration only. 


re 
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March 26/ 1991 

-i 3 t.? w. 



Kindly refer to 

your letter 

of 26th February t 

1991 

nd- 

-od to Shri 

Devi L^l 

concerning high 

level 

i n v 

nation into 

"secret 

documents" on 

the 

dir. 

£ trance of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose, 


2. 

1 would like to 

assure you 

that this Ministry 

has 


already initiated foil cv -up action in this regard . 
are awaiting' results to our enquiries. 


We 


3. We shall keep you informed of any further 
developments . 


With kind regards/ 


Yours sincerely/ 

(D.IGVIJAY SINGH) 


Prof. Samar Guha/ 

Ex -Member of Parliament/ 


8/2/ Central Park/ 
CAT.Cir'.TA - 700032 
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Dc^i Comrade Brezhnev, 
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J. on behalf of the Socialist Party in the Parliament, extend 
our warm predates in you and your colleagues now in India 
and, through you. to the great people of Russia Russian 
Revolution and its national reconstruction added great incentive 
to our aspiration to achieve socialist transformation of our 
country in an Indian way. under Indian condition and on the 
basis of democratic and cultural values that the people of our 
country cherished from the days of our ancient civilization. We 
welcome friendly relation with Russia as also with other countries 
for establishing fraternal relation of peace, progress, understand- 
ing and mutual respect of national independence of all countries. 

On the occasion of your visit to our country, I want to make 
an earnest request to you to help the Indian people to resolve 
i he mystery surrounding the fate of their beloved leader, 
Nctaji Subhas Chandra Bose. A very large section of Indian 
people believe that Russia can throw light about what happened 
to their leader. 

I am sure, il is known to you that the Indian people honour 
Nctaji Subhas Chandra Hose as the greatest revolutionary of Ihe 
{lays of their national liberation snuggle. 

It may be known to you that, lo resolve the mystery about 
Nctaji Bose, the Government of India have set up a second 
Inquiry Commission under a Justice of a High Court. The 
Commission, after about .1 years of its investigation works, is in 
tho last stage of finalizing its report. However, the Commission 
sulTercd for w ant of documents from countries like Soviet Russia. 
U.S.A. and Britain connected with the episode of disappearance j 
of Nctaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 1 

Nctaji Subhash Chandra Bose after escaping from India in 1941, 
wanted to go to Russia to set up his head quarters in the Soviet- 
land for conducting (evolutionary struggle against the British 
imperialism. Although Russia at that lime did not accept his plan 
yet allowe d h im lo pass through Russia, with honour, to Jtaly^ 
Nctaji Bose joined hands with the Axis power in Europe, bs 
his strategy was to utilize the Britain's enemy's enemy for achiev- 
ing India's independence. Although he collaborated with Nazi 
Germany and Fascist Italy for achieving his revolutionary objec- 
tive, he never compromised his ideology of socialism vv*th the 
totalitarian ideology of the fascist countries. It is on record 
that he expressed his deep resentment against the ircchcrous ^ 
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aggression on your motherland by Hitler. He made it absolutely 
clear to Hitler before he left for Japan that the Indian revolu- 
tionary army, that was formed under his leadership in Germany 
would not b -ompcllcd to fight, under any circumstances, 
in the easten ont against Soviet Russia but only against the 
British army i; the western front. Many Indians of the Revolu- 
tionary Army tor their refusal to fight against the Soviet Arms 1 , 
had to face extreme persecution at the hands cf Nazi Germany. 
Even while Nctaji Bose was in Germany, he always maintained a 
friendly attitude towards Russia and did not utter a single word 
in support of Nazi aggression against your Motherland. Coming 
to Japan after 90 days of most hazardous submarine journey, 
which no revolutionary in any time before dared to undertake in 
fulfilling a sacred mission of liberation of his country, Nctaji 
Bose formed a hig Indian National Army and had set up a Provi- 
sional Government of free India. This Provisional Government, 
which was recognized by )J nations of those days, had declared 
war against Britain and U.S.A., but it steadfastly maintained a 
policy of friendship with Russia and China. The Indian National 
Army, under the leadership of the legendary personality of Nctaji 
Bose, fought the glorious battle of Indian liberation against the 
British imperialism in the Indian soil along the Indo-Burmesc 
frontier. Nctaji has been hailed in India as tltc greatest Hero 
of the Indian people and the chapter of the liberation struggle 
of the Revolutionary Army of Nctaji Bose is remembered ns the 
proudest phase of the march of Indian freedom. 

After the defeat of Germany in 1944, when it appeared to 
him that the defeat of Japan was also an inevitability, Nelaji Bose 
tried to contact Russia to cross over to your country and resume 
India's freedom struggle from there after the full of Japan. He 
prepared the plan to cross into Russia through Manchuria. 
The facL about this plan has been corroborated by the findings of 
the first Nelaji Inquiry Commission from the records of the 
Provisional Free India Government. 

Soon after the fail of Japan in the month of August, 1945, 
Nctaji made an air dash to r.caeli Manchuria in an cITnrt to contact 
the Russian authority Lherc and thereafter enter into the Soviet 
territory of Siberia. On 18th August, 1945. Japan made an 
unconvincing broadcast that Nctaji Subhas Chandra Hose died 
in a plane crash at Taipei airport in Formosa (Taiwan). 

The Indian people, for various unassailable reasons, did not 
believe in the story of reported death of their beloved leader. 
Recently, I visited Taipei in Formosa alongwith Nctaji Inquiry 
Commission. After making thorough inquiry about the report 
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of Heath of Nclaji at Taipei, I came back to India with positive 
conviction that the whole story of N'ctaji Bose's death at Taipei 
vs as a part of a master deception pian to enable Netaji Bose to 
safely reach Manchuria and thereafter to go to Soviet Russia, 

Man> reports appeared in the Indian press that the great 
revolution, 1 . r\ leader of the Indian people. Netaji Bose, indeed 
reached Russia and he was a free man in Russia but sometime 
after, he was arrested by Stalin and kept in a prison in Siberia. 
Man; years passed but the Indian people did not get any official 
information about Netaji Base from the Government of Soviet 
Russia under Com. Stalin or the new regime set up in Russia 
after the death of the great Russian leader. 

On behalf of the Indian people, I make an earnest appeal to 
you to send all documents that arc in the hands of the Government 
of Rus.sia about Netaji Bose and also what the Russian Govern-' 
meat know about him. 1 hope and trust that, in the interest of 
friendship between the two peoples of Russia and India, as also 
Russia being a land of great revolution, you will kindly take 
personal interest in giving all informations to the Indian people 
regarding' their great leader Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose and 
send til! the documents to the Government of India connected 
therewith, for placing the same before the Netaji Inquiry 
Commission. 'I he Indian people will remain ever grateful to 
you if you kindly consider the matter as very urgent as the 
second Netaji Inquiry Commission is going to finalise its findings 
very soon. 

I again extend our warmest groutings to you and through 
you our best wishes to the people of your Motherland. 

With warmest regards. 


Yours comradely, 
Sd/- Samar Guha 
Leader of the 

Socialist Party in Parliament 


Com. Leonid Brezhnev,* 

Gcncin! Scciclaiy o! the Soviet Communist Patty, 

Care Rashtrupati B ha wan, //civ Delhi ’ . 

4 

\ 

The letter was duely received by the staff of the Russian 
leader, but regrettably the expected reply never came. However, 
to bring some pressure on the Russian authority, the letter was 
given fair publicity by the Indian press. 
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Professor Samar Guha, the writer of this letter# is now 71* 

He is an old revolutionary end an associate of Subhas Chandra Bose 
and Jayaprakash Nora yen* 

\ 

Prof* Guha lmd Lean in detention end prison for about 11 years 
during the days of Uritish Rule in Ij-uJu- He had been also in 
Pakistan prison arid many times in prisons in Free India in connec- 
tion with people's movement* 

Prof. Guha is a Chemistry Scholar# author of many books and 
former teacher of Chemistry of Jadavour University# Calcutta- 

Prof* Culia voii 1 - 1 iut-u elected to the; 1 rd ia;i PciTiamen c from 
Bengal* He wfis the leader cf the Socialist Party in Parliament and 
_3-tlmo Chairman of the Privilege Committee of the llouue of People, 
1“ the highest Judicial body of the Indian Parliament* 

Prof. Guha was a wander of tlee highest committee of Forward 

jBioc (s)# and Socialist Party and still continues to be in the 
highest body of the present j.nw.L.i p.n-tyl 
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November 5/L988 



Dear Comrade Gorbachev# 


Kindly accept my h-nrty rreetincs for the innovation of the new 
revolutionary conojpts of 1 Cl as nos t ’ ant! 1 Re rcstroika 1 • Your bold 
move will liberate the eclipsed image cf tne Russian Revolution and 

create a new hope cf moving towards a new horizon of human liberty 
and progress* 

I am a socialist but not a Communist. However/ I always shared 

tile views of n:y leader, Gubins Chandra Bose/ the Russian Revolution 
should be looked upon as the most significant landmark in the history 
of evolution of human civilisation. Our ant i- impe ri alist struggle for 
rational liberation was immensely influenced by the heritage of 1917 
Russian Revolution* But the 5talin-era of absolute rigour and repre- 
ssion in Russia raised many questions in the mind of Indian people 
about the soviet System- 

# 

Your recent crusade for nuclear- arm- free world peace arid your 
daring precepts of 'Glasncst 1 and 'Perestroika 1 / to remodel the 
Stalinist polity and economic system of Soviet Russia have created a 
universal feeling of appreciation and hope all over t)>i world- If your 

far-sighted move succeeds# it will open a new era of peace/ amity and 
international understanding - 

How the Indian people wish that t lie Nobel peace Prize be presen- 
ted to you and you be hailed as the Han of Peace and Progress of the 
world'. 

While sincerely congratulating y° u for your policy of 'Openness' 

I am placing before you an eatnest reguest for opening the .mystery 
about tlio fate of the greatest revolutionary hero of Indian freedom# 

Subhas Chandra Bose# whose image is as captivating tor the Indian 
people a3 that of Mahatma- Gandhi - 
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After fall of Japan on 15th Augus t * 1945* Tokyo Radio reported on 

23rd August 1945 that Subhas Chancre Uosc* the Head of tie State of the 
Government of Free India* died in a plane crash at Taihoku {Taipei) in 
Formosa (Taiwan) on lEtn August 1945- T)>? report was considered by the 
British Government and tiie Indian people as a palpably fake news inten- 
ded to cover Subnas Chandra eose 1 s escape to Russia via Manchuria and 
across the territory of Siberia* 

The reasons for the belief that lose escaped to Russia are 
f o 1 lc /i ng : 

1* Subhas Chandra Bose* twice elected President of the Indian 
National Congress* elv.ays considered Soviet Russia as the 'greatest ally 
of.xthe struggle for Indian freedom 

2* During the War days Dose tried to establish contact with Stalin 
through Eritish Communist Party- 

3* While escaping from Eritish prison and British India* in 
January 1941* Bose intended to co to Russia while rescuing Kabul but 
without getting necessary response from Stalin* he had to move to Berlin 
across the Russian territory in a tactical bid to use Axis power* the 
enemy of the British Imperial ism* for securing Indian freedom. 

4- Although Bose hud his collaboration with the Axis Po./er tc wage 
revolutionary war against British Imperialism for the national libera- 
tion of India, he never uttered a word against Russia curing the War 
days **ior acted in anyway against Russian interest. When Hitler treache- 
rously attacked Russia, - none* who was then in Berlin* did not fear 

to take immense risk to denouncing it as an ’imperialist war against 
Russia’* in his letter to Nazi foreign Minister* RibbentrOp. Bose did 
not allow his revolutionary army, organised in Germany, to fight against 
the Russians* 

5- After German aggression of Russia* subhas Dose made an unprece- 
dented 3-ruonth submarine dash from Germany to Singapore to join hands 

with Japan, because Japan was then at war with the British but It had 
its friendly tie with Soviet Russia- 
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, b* While waging revolutionary war of Indian Liberation against 

_u4 

tne aritisn across the- eastern bo rue r of India# Bose always tried to 
maintain contact with Lie Russian leaders through Jacob Malik# - the 
then Russian Anibas sacior in Tokyo* 


7. Major General [coda arid Col* TsJa of the Headquarter of Field 
Marshall Tsrauchi at F ligon# who were entrusted by Japan for ensuring 
safe escape of Suohac lore from bei nc arrssted by the British Army# 
admitted before the 1 Coinnission of Inquery about Disappearance of 

Subhis Chandra 3ose* that Japan agreed to Bose's request to airlift 
him to Manchuria so tint he could take political asylum in Russia by 
crossing into the Siberian territory* Accordingly# Bose was escorted 
to Manchuria by Gen* S he die of tlv? Jap Army* 

8* Two months after the report of Dose’s death in an aircrash in 
Taipei# the Horre Minister of the/British Government in India inforned 
tiie British Prime Minister Mr* Attllee in a secret report (1945) : 

" Subhas Bose might# cf course in certain circumstances# be 
welccrred in Russia- The easiest course would be to leave 
him where 1*2 is and not to ask for his release-" 


9* During the curly part of 1946# e. secret report sent to the 

British Viceroy in India by its intelligence stated : 

"There is a secret report which says# Hehru received a letter 
from Bose saying that he was in Russia and wanted to escape 

to India*" 

10* In another secret report to the British Government by its 
intelligence said : 

“Ghilazi Malang had been coupling with live Dose in Russia* 
and in Decerfiber (1945) a report said the Governor of Afgan 

Province * Khost * has been informed by the Russian Ambassador 
in Kabul that there are many congress refugees in Moscow 
. and Sose v/cs included in their number* There is little reason 
for such persons to bring Bcsc into fabricated stories •“ 

11 At the same time views that Russian officers are dis- 
closing or alleging that Bose is in Moscow is supplied in a 
report received from Teheran* This stated that Maradoff* the 
Russian Vice-Consul General# disclosed in March (1946) that 
uose is in Russia*" 

11* Another intelligence report received in Del hi on December 
26* 1945 said : 
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"Subhas Chandra Dose orrived at Dairen (in Manchuria) .at 
1*30 afternoon on August 23/ 1945- Bose got into a jeep 

and proceeded toward Russian territory* After 3 hours 

A y Me Jee_L returned and informed pilot of the plane who 
flew bed: to Tokyo*" (On this day i-e- after Bose’s 
escape to Russia Tokyo Radio reported Bose’s death in 
an air crash at Taipei). 

12* The Inter-Pole, an we 3 mown world secret service published 
a report in India that Subhas bose went to Russia after fall of Japan* 

13* Many ether reports appeared in tl.u Indian press about subhas 
Rose’s presence in Russia* These reports said that Bose was first a 

free man in Russia but l.iter lc was sent to a Siberian Concent ration 
Camp. 

14- Dr* S- Uodhckri«tin,iii* who w««:> t:.»: second Indian Ambassador 
in Moscow# confided Ms close triends Dr* S-bas# then liesd of 
Philosophy Deptt* in Calcutta University and Dr* F. - C • Ma j uinda r/ the 
most distinguished Indian )ii storian of his time* that le came to 
knb'w that Dose was kept captive in Stalin’s Russia. 

15* Recently/ I have c :.;>o across c: a very important report 
about Subhas Bose's presence in Russia in 1901/ from an Indian engi- 
neer/ A* Sark or/ of.' Calcutta- Barker was sent to Russia 3 times for 
training in connection with tlie Heavy Engineering Corporation for 
manufacturing heavy machinery# set up in collaboration with Russia. 
Sarkor learnt' Russian well* 

Sarkar worked in Machine Building Plant at Gorlovska near the 

city Doniesk* He came in contact of a German*- Jew who was the Deputy 

Chief of tfoa Plant ( Machi nos ttroi teli ni zavod ) • His name was 

B-A* Zerobin# who was earlier an war machine designer in Nazi Germany. 

Zerobln told Sarkar that he was captured in Berlin after fall 

of Germany and was sent to e Re-orientation Camp somewhere in Siberia* 

He was first taken to Siberia bv train and thereafter flown to an 

* * 

undisclosed place and then taken to the Orientation camp* Ze robin 

surmised that the Camp was scuewlwre near Site rion -Mongolian boarder* 
Zerouin claimed that in. this re-orientot ion camp# meant for 
political classr'* for only top foreign politicians and artificers# 

re met Subhas Dose on two occasions* 
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Zerobin could recognise Hose as bo sjw him earlier- in Berlin 

during the War days. Hose's Headquarter was tlen in Berlin- Because 
of the handsome appearance and rare cut-out of the feature of his 
distinguished personality Zerobin could immediately recognise Bose* 
According to Zerobin • Dose w-:. brought to the C amp in a car 
accompanied by 2 Mongolians/ one as his interpreter- Zerobin believed 
that both the Mongolians were rren cut it appealed to him that 

Dose was veil looked after- 

Zerobin told Bose» "Sir* I met you in Berlin." Eose replied/ 

' Quite likely 1 - 

Bose ssked Zerobin: "What are you doing here?" 

Zerobin : "I don't knew what for" * 

Zerobin again asi^ed Bose/ "what is your programie ? Are you 
going back lo India?" i 

Bose : "I ei:cect it to lr soon." 

Wliile Bose and Zerobin rc talking in German/ the Mongolian 
interpretor/ intervened saying/ 'hot allowed 1 * 

Zerobin riover nu-t Bose tie re after in the Camp* 

Zerobin while disclosing his meeting with Subhos Bose warned 
Sarkar that he should not to disclose it while in Russia as it would 
endanger both* 

Sarkar told about the natter to the Second Secretary of the 

Indian Embassy in Moscow# who also warned him of the dire consequence 
if he disclosed it to any body* 

Sarlcsr recently told me about Ecse ‘ s presence in Russia till 
1961 in a particular circumstances as he is nov; out of Government 
service and believes that Zerobin is nov/ dead* 

Comrade GorbacltivJ You have taken many bold steps In disclosing 
many suppressed facts of horror and repression of the Stalin days* 

You have done great justice to history by rehabilitating Trotsky and 

Bhukharin , and restoring honour to the great scientist/ Prof. Sakharov- 
Inspired by your great liljeral policy of 'Glasnost'# I would make an 
appeal - an appeal fr^m tlx; depth of my soul to you - on behalf of 
the patriotic people of India to reveal all facts about the univer- 
sally adored hero of the Indian people# Subhas Chandra aose* 

■ 
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Stalin might have done injustice to the legendary hero of Indian 
*^?eedom> but why would you not reveal it now T Bose was a Promethean 
hero of Indian Revolution who staked everything for the liberation of 
his motherland and who was always very friendly with Russia- Why should 
you net let the India pecele knew '..not happened to their ent rapid 
national fena] Ue in India believe you to ce a man cf great vision arse 
human feeling- If you let the Indian people know all aoout the presence 
q £ 3ubhes Bose in Russia/ vou wru.1 win the hearts os millions o^ 
millions of the people 01 India* 

When Comrade Brezhnev visited India in ivovernber/ 1973/ I met him 
in the President's House as the leader of the Socialist Party in the 
Indian F er li ament anc gave him a letter seeking informations about 
Subbsii Bose's presence in ;<us-\iu- The letter was acknowledged but not 
replied* (A copy cf the letter is enclosed)* 

"'"v Considering the poignancy of the issue involved ebout our gre3~ 
test national hero* I ho.._- you v/ill excuse me for addressing this 
long letter to you* 


I am eagerly expecting your reply before your visit to India- 
With v;arrr:2st regards* 



Enel: 


Yours sincerely/ 


( SAMAR GUHA ) 

* 

Former leader of tie 
Socialist Party in f^arlionent 




As stated 
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An Appeal To b ris Yeltsin 


M i I Jof t\ \ tdisin 
I Ion bk President 
I I'di’iitiiim nl Russia 
MOSCOW, Russia 


I hmmirahle Sir, 

Alter 1 Ju: gicat non -violent democratic revolution in the former Soviet Union under your 
k udciship, fmliiin people me watching the dcmnciutic develop me nis in the Russian Federation 
and Us siMcr Mates with deep interest, Wlut has happened in [lie former USSR is a seismic 
CAt -in dial lias shaken lire cabling cn- relations of l he present polities of the modern worlds 
t ij truing a iifw vista nf peace, amity and human rights before the whole humanity. 


Indian t elation with Russia had always been friendly, cordial and mutually trustworthy, 
Indian heednm movement icceivcd .sustained support from Russia, Our greatest national 
1 cviihu ionary, Suhhas Chandra Hose, who was twice elected as l fie President of the Indian 
National Congress, showed consistent interest in cultivating Russian friendship fur the cause 
of Indian hecdom. 


After his historic escape from the finiixh India in January FJ4J, he intended to reach 
Moscow via Kabul. Rut, because of ihc policy ol Stalin at that lime, Sttbhus Chandra Quse 
was compelled by the prevailing circumstances to divert his destination lo Germany via Moscow 
lo seek help til the "enemy's enemy" for ousting British Imperialism hum India. He had to, 
seek help of ihe Axis Power, though he was opposed to their ideology, for exp lotting inter- 
national enmity between Britain and Germany and also because of the fact that due lo the • 
Kttsso-Gct man Fuel, existing at that lime, Germany was looked upon by him as an ally of Russia, 

Alter the treacherous attack of Russia by Nazi Army in June 15Ml t the dream of Subhas 
Chandra Hose to achieve Indian independence with the collaborative .help or Russia and Ger- 
many was shattered. Sitting at the very den of Hitler* Subhas Bose, the intrepid Indian Revolu- 
tionary, dared hi write Ui Hitter’s Foreign Minister Mr, Ribbenlrop that “the Indian people 
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l g?pp ' ; fep >-*/*£ •^te‘*..^^*.r* fe -^fg^a m 

vutf view ‘ficiinaii ,,ir*it k T of Russia us mi "impel iafisl cssiim/ Though Subhns Chandra 

- Hum: formed as Indian Legion in Germany, he never tillered a word in support of Nazi ag- 

v^) gression of Russia, nor did lie allow the Indian Legion ip be used in anyway aguiusHhc inicrutf 
of Russia. 


Being frustrated in Geimany, Sublets Chandra Bose tiudcituuk an unthinkable hazard of 
W days Submarine journey from Kid to Singapore. He created a saga of Revolutionary War 
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(he British jxivver lu quit its Indian Empire after the War, 

While waging 'War of Independence 1 against British Imperialism with the help of Japan, 
Kithhas Chandra Bose never uttered a single word, nor did he do anything adversely against 
Russia or China Ralhei, tic always tried to maintain an altitude of friendship towards these 
\wii emmltics It is joining luiuls vs it It Get ninny and Japan was motivated solely lor winning 
Indian national independence 


When ii became dear atlei tail ul < icruymv that collapse of Japan Wits a matter of days, 
Suhlias t Jiandia Hose contacted Mr. Jnckoh Malik, the then Russian Ambassador in Tokyo, 
ioi sed tnr asylum tit Russia. Altc* siinendet of Japan on August 15, 1945, Tokyo Railio 
made a dubious hioaduisi on 2 hd August circulating a story that Sublius Chaiulra Bose, the 
supreme It ad-, i nl the Piiuisional ( iovi. ol I ice India, died in an ahernsh ut Taihoku (Taipei)* 
I ha tin iL'poti ol Hose s death xwr-, mu ton! umed officially eithet by Japan or the U.K. nor 
also bj tin USA Genl Mae A-ithm of I lie US E’ncilic Aimy and Adml Mount batten of the 
■N.L.Asia A 1 1 icvl < nnimand immediately ordered two separate inquiries let probe into the story 
ol Suhlias Chandra Bose's death. Hut their inquiiies couldn't find any positive evidence (o 
conliriu Buses death 

.Subha* Chandru Bose made his lliglil from Saigon on Aug I7 t 1945. His destination whs 
Russia, via Uaiien. According to the Mac Arthur's Inquiry Japan made a false broadcast on 
Atig 23, 1945 to umioufluge Subhus Chandra Buses escape into Russian Siberia via Dairen. 

Du ting the days ol 194 5* Jo Uiilish Intelligence made many reports to the Viceroy of 
British India, that Subhus Chandra Bose under the cover of the sJory of his aircmsli death 
had actually i cached Russia. This tepurl was corroborated by the Russian Ambassador in 
Kabul* and live Russian Consul Gencial at Telman in 1940. It was told by them that Bose was 
living in Russia with an assumed Mongolian name ofTiliil/ai Malang 1 . 

Ihe limt. ol India instituted two inquiries to verify il the report of Bose's aircrash ileal It 
was true. But these two inquiries failed to confirm Bose's death. AH the high officers of Snbhas 
1 ha in It ii Bose's Revolutionary Army (INA) and the Ministers of his Provisional Govt, of Free 
India and all the high ranking Jap Generals and Jap diplomats* who appeared before the two 
Indian inquiries, calegoi Rally stated that Hose's plan altci hill of Japan was to go to Russia 

t >i S.lbuMiaki isluiau, v\ho was the scio.id Indian Ambassadoi to Moscow told his personal 
bund. Hi. S.uoj I )a> til ilic Uithctsiiy ol (a Lent I a that tic got the inhumation that Suhlias 
Chumlia Hose was lie Ul in captivity in Soviet Russia by Stalin, 

In 1975 the Bjittsli (§ovl, published sett el doeumcitls concerning "Transfer of Power* io 
India, lu il a specially important note, alter analysing l he pros and cons of various measures 
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Iiiiw lit jnmkh Kubhns Chamh u Bos e i! tic was ancMCiij tvyommcndcd to the Hiili.sJi liuvl. 

- it (ale PMS llial : 

*\ ..In many wavs flic easiest emit sc would lx; lo leave him when; 
lie is ami not tn ask for his nrlciKc. He might, of Course, in certain cir- 
t nm i l;uuts In* ivt'ln'-Miictl by the Kuv.ktnv This com sc would raise fewest 
immediate political ditiicullics/* 

‘l-iils iii»lc provides an authentic in In filiation that Bose look asylum in Russia alter full 
of Japan, 

Another fact revealed is more starling An Indian Engineer of Calcutta* Mr, A.Siirkar, 

who was deputed In the Govt, cif I Jut in have training in machine building plant in Russia* 
was three limes m Russia and knew Russian well, Mr. Sarkar worked to the Machine Building 
Plant at Gntlovska near tlie city iiT Donicsk. lie tame in contact oJ a German * Jew there, 
who was the Deputy Chief of die Plant - MachinoitUroiielnib.evod His name was B* A. Zerobin, 
who was car lici an war machine designer in Na/i Germany, lie churned that lie met the Indian 
Kcvuhmnnai y Mibhus Chandra Hose several times in Berlin. 



Zc robin alter being cuptmcd in Berlin, was taken In Siberia in a train to an unknown 
place, from uhetr he was Mown to a Rc-or iciiiat ion Camp somewhere in Siberia. In that Camp 
one dn\ he sm Ulcrth h nntd Suhltas ( 'hanih a lb »se coming out of a Car* Hanked by two Mongolian 
t'uai iK Si our Rose, Zembiu cuiudK rushed low aid 1 ' him and saicl : \Sii* I have met you la 

Beilin 1 . Bose replied in Ins characteristic style ; 'Guile likely'. Bose then asked Zerobin t f Whal 
are you doing here?' Replied Zerobin : *1 don't know what for/ Zerobin again asked Rose; 
*WImi is your programme, Sir ? Are you going back to India' ? Bose : ‘I expect tl to be fmm/ 

While Hose ami Zerobin were talking in German, (Bose knew German well) the Mongolian 
guar its intervened : 'Not allowed*. 

1 Kioilln, Zeiobin had no opportunity 1 1 1 meet Bose in the Siberian Kc-or dentation 
Camp. 



Zerobin warned Mr. A, K. Sarkar that if he disclosed the report of his meeting with Subhas 
ChaiKlra Bose in the Re-nrieutalinn Camp in Siberia, the lives of both Zerobin ami Sarkar 
will be seriously endangered lit Russia. Alter icthing from the Ciuvi. job, Shii Sarkar look 
coinage lo disclose the report about Bose and that too many years Inter* 




IVoL Samar Gulin, a former member of t lie Indian Parliament and three-term Chairman 
<?f its Privilege Committee, — the highest Judicial body of the Indian Parliament, wrote a long 
letter lo Mr* Gorbachev rc< ] nesting him to disclose all facts about Nclaji Subbas Chandra 
Bose’s taking asylum in Russia alter fall of Japan* This Idler was separately forwarded to Mr* 
Gorbachev by the two former Presidents of India, Mr. N.Sanjiva Reddy and Mr, Gyani Zail 
Singh. A third Idler was forwarded by the oldest President of Indian National Congress, Mr. 
S.Nijaliugappa. Unfortunately, Mr. Gorbachev remained unresponsive. 

A very important Idler has been found out In ISSN in the archives of the US Pringelon 
University, which confirmed the British report that Mahatma Gandhi knew that Subhas Chandra 
(lose was in Russia in PMf>. This letter was written by Kh in shed Helm, a very trusted disciple 
of Mahatma Gandhi, lo lire US jtwi rialist l.miis Hseher, who worked as god >d ween Gandhi 
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CTtl. This ibftSi 


Behu, inter alia : 

At heart the Indian Army is sympathetic with the Indian National 
At rtiy ft *f Kublia* Rove), if Rose comes with the help of Russia, neither 
(iamlhip; nor the V* ingress will he able lo reason with the country ' V-Y. 

Uear tYcsktebt Yeltsin ! We hhjx: that you ftlitiw how the Indian [Kiopic bold Sublets 
Chamha Hose in their highest esteem m the greatest riivuhitin.niiry of their national liberation. 
It was the saga of heroic exploits of the War of Indian liidepcTidctice waged by Bose against 
ihe Hi ttis.li Power that cieated Midi a tremendous artli-Hrilish upsurge in India after ll m Orem 
War l hat rt ultimately compelled the Britishers to withdraw from their Indian Empire, Mahalnta 
( tan 'fill hi hailed in I iuIi.i as the TYlhvr of the Nation* and in the Mime way Htihhitx Chnmlnt 
Hir.c is acclaimed as ’I hr Netnji*. - I Hu supreme liberator of the Indian people, 

U is not )U known wJul real!) happened in Sublias Chandra HiT.su tit Stalin's Russia. 
M.mv Indian t omniumst and Nationalist kcvoluiiuuat ks wrie killed by Stalin. J low Stalin 
Nt tit-* I Siibhas ( liamlia Hose, the ulinle epijrbdv leuiained nnrevcalcd. 


arid f be tis jV.-sid 


MlkL ^ * - - - - a • GU 

was written tm 22n J July, 1946* ia tl Was written by Khurshed 




I H ai Mi. SeilMii 1 \ on have earned mtcuiuhnnal minor abon as the la beta I or t >1 lire 
Russia people and a new haibimicr til the message ol peace, huedom and democracy for the 
hinnanuy ol our age. We beseech you In let tire Indian people -know what really Happened lo 
I heir beloved leader, their National Liberator* Subfias Chandra Bose, who sought asylum in 
Stalin s Russia nl I lt lull of Japan Your GuW is now disclosing all secret KGH Hies, Stalin's 
etmjidenhal ;u chives and other hitherto unknown secret rejmils of Stalin's days. You have 
graudullv rehabilitated many eminent Russians and have given promise to the US people to 
rind out il any US soldiers are kit anywhere in the Russian territory, 

Jmha and Russia are two great friendly countries. The |»eople of ihesc two countries had 
never any conlhet between them. If you reveal all fuels about Sublias Chandra Bose, the 
greatest hero of Indian liberation, who sought asylum in Slahns Russia, you will win the hearts 
id the mil I tuns of lire people of our country. The Indian people are pinning for years lo know 
what ultimately happened to their helmed leader, Sublias Chandra Hose, the Riomelhean 
Hero ol their nation, alter he took political asylum in Stalin Y Russia. 

We beseech you again President Yeltsin to let the Indian people know ;d! facts about 
Sublias Chandra Hose alter he sought political asylum in Stalin's Soviet Russia l 

May Chid bless you, bless she Russian people I May <iud tie iti your heart to impel you 
lo reveal alt I rut Its about die most helmed leader of (he Indian people, Sublets Chandra Bose, 
since he reached Russia alter lull of japan. 

Wiih wannest giceliiigsi and regards, 




Yours sincerely, 

f i* 

\ * * 

SAMAR CiUHA 
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s. K. KUKDU 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 


SPEED POST 


■ No, 


1S/B /Home/93 





Government of India 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch secretariat? Calcutta- 
4, K.S*Roy Road, Calcutta - L 

Dated ._^ad.-De-C6avber-’-i'993 


To 

Shri V.p.Bhatia, 

Under Secretary (pub & Vig.), 
Ministry of Home Affairs, 
North Block, 

New Delhi 110001 


Dear sir, 

CO No.6720(w)/93 
Bijan Ghosh 

— VS— 

UOI & Ors. 


Affidavit-in- 

^1 Kindly find enclosed herewith the draft/reply which has 

been settled by Shri R.N.Das, Senior Advocate for your taking 
necessary action thereon. Please note that the matter is to 
appear on 6th December, 1993 and as such steps should be taken 
immediately to affiim the Affidavit- in- reply and copies may be 
made available to us for serving on the other side as well as 
for our counsel appearing in this matter. 


Yours faithfully, 

Enel: Draft Affidavit-in- 
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AFFIDAVIT IK OPPOSITION 




SHRI BIJAN GHOSH - 




—A 



/ ^ I d a r l t . - l n.Ppppa l Um (fethe Wit petit! rr/'fo - pn r ’ - nri '"7 

^b ehaljf _pf ^ppriarlapt-Kru. Ajrfl/ffaY// YJ y]rj y^'fls ' t 

$iu,Y*Uvy /l & §*¥tr7}?7?irJff i 

wriy'ijfr 


... aged about rs, by occupation service 

jW vr> <V •! \W>< f > ' rt/lr * Aj, 0 ^ 

vorlcin^ for gsin 3t •*• * * *•• ^ * * * ***• 

/ . , ^ - \) a **£? 

^‘JioX ) do hereby solemnly affirm and say as follows s- 

A 

>JrL k'^><v^s tr -V* tAjWvV^ A W< f- , 

QfalU -nrr'eJfc 4^ Wt*- r irT> . A «■* — 




fi 


■ 


i 
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... ... s3 ... and duly authorised and 

competent to affirm this affidavit for and on behalf of the 



hereinafter and save and except what appears from the record 
all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 
shall be deemed to have deem denied and disputed by me. 

4. Fully relying on the abnve^ I now beg to d eal wi th 

the statements or allegations contained in the nr it petit! f'') J 




5. 


With reference to paragraph 4 of the said pe ,fc*on, 



Yf 


t 


save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 

all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 

ap4z are denied and disputed. I state that as already averred in 


# yf 

i 


# ? 




u 


2 : - 




the affidavit-in-opposition in response to the writ petition 
and supplemsntary application etc. filed by the petitioner, the 
contentions now made out in para 4 are without any merit and are 
denied. 


l 
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With reference to paragraph 5(a) of the said 


Writ neti tlpy , save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 


records, all i allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 

therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 

4l fa'll??/ C*7l**YJU-*Ls' 

of the peMMofter- are uncalled for as the affidavit has been 

A 

affirmed properly and in accordance with law. 




7. With reference to paragraph £ 5(b) to (g) of the 

said jCrit petition, J save as aforesaid and save what appears from 
the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 
of the are emphatically denied. The order of the 

Eon’ble Court to produce the relevant records has been considered 
very carefully. The reasons for withholding permission to 
produce the records are stated clearly in the affidavit of the 
Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs. 






8. With reference to paragraph 5(h & i) of the said 

w rit petition , save as aforesaid and save what appears from 
the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the claim of 
privilege is in accordance with the provisions of Sections 123 & 
124 of the Evidence Act read with Article 74(2) of the Constitu- 
tion of India, and has been made after due application of mind. 




vi-y- 


f 
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9. With reference to paragraph 5(,1) of the said wri t 

petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 
records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 
of the re emphatically denied in view of the position 

already stated in reply to para 5(a) to (g). 






■< 


10. With reference to paragraph 6 of the said .writ 
petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 


records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 

d 


of the 



' are unfounded and misconceived. The claim of 


privilege has been made with due regard to the legal and 
constitutional provisions. Further, the claim of privilege has 
been made only after due application of mind and with reference 
to the contents of the r elevant records. 






n.. 


11. With reference to paragraph 7 of the said wit, 
petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 


records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 

I state that the contentions 
are emphatically denied. 


therewith are denied and disputed 

difo/'.uz't 

of the n e/Itj . 


12 . 


With reference to paragraph 9 of the said writ petition, 


save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all 

0 

allegations contrary thereto and/or and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the position 
taken by the ppyul 1 1 oner is wrong and merits outright rejection. 
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13. With reference to paragraph 11 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 

1 ' 

the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the submission 
of the in para 11 is totally out of place as in para 1 

of the ^s-sftd affidavit^ a reference has been made to the order of 
the Hon'ble Court for the production of all the records pertaining 
to the declaration of the award of Bharat Ratna Posthumously to 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 



With reference to paragraph 12 of the said 
tion, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 


the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 



therewith are denied and disputed, I state that the contention 


best 


of the 



is frivolous. 


15. With reference to paragraph 13 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 



the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. T state that the contentions 
of the p ^MTare misconceived . 


16. With reference to paragraph 14 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 


the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the allegations 
of the pa^tMrner are baseless and incompetent. 








< 


17 . With r eference to paragraphs 15 & 16 of the 

said writ petition , save as aforesaid and save what appears 
from the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or 


inconsistent therewith are denied and .disputed. I state 



that the contentions of the p ati ti oner with reference to para 
5 of the affidavit/' are his own presumptions and are not 
based on factual knowledge about the relevant records, notes 

OyfOOb 

and minutes by officers Ministers on files* 5 and paners 


> 


submitted to Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs and its 
decision thereon. 


18. With reference to paragraph 17 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 
the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or 
inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. I state 
that the contentions of the are not based on 

factual knowledge of the relevant records and their contents* 
and are denied. 



19. With reference to paragraph 18 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 


the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or 
inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. I state 


that the contentions 
misconceived. 


of the 


are entirely 


£0* With reference to paragraph 19 of the said 

w rit petition , save as aforesaid and save what appears from 
the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or 
inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. I state that 
bhe findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) and of the 
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Khosla Commission as also the statement of the former Prime 

Minister, Shri Morsrji Pesai made in Parliament in the year 

1978, were fully known to the Government while declaring the 

award of Bharat Ratna 'Posthumously' to NetaH Subhas Chandra 

Bose on 23rd January, 1992. The matter was considered by the 

Government later in February, 1991 and it was decided that since 

two inquiries had already been held on the disappearance, of 

fU*' /[li-’riJb »u/*t 

Netaji, ~nd Government had already accepted , that Netaji died in 

k 

an aircrash on 18th August, 1945 at Taihoku, no useful purpose 
would be served by holding another inquiry. In view of this 
position the contentions of the 4r are misconceived, 

unfounded and without .any basis. It is further denied that 
the claim of privilege is a myth. 

21. With reference to- to? paragraph 20 of the 

said, w rit petiti on, save as aforesaid and save what appears 
from the recor is, all allegations contrary thereto 1 and/or 
inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. I state that 
it is true that some Members of Parliament had raised the 
matter o^ conferring the award of Bharat Ratna on Net a 31 
Subhas Chandra Bose. However, the process of giving an award 
ms is not as simple as that. All related considerations 
have to be taken into account by Government. The process of 
decision taking at the highest level has also to be gone through. 
As regards the claim of privilege with reference to the records 
relating to the declaration of Bharat Ratna ’Posthumously' to 
Netaji 3ubhas Chandra Bose, the position has already been 
stated in response to the p^t^tion^ls contentions in earlier 
paragraphs. 


— 
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22. With reference to paragraph 21 of the said 

Writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 



records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the matter of 
production of relevant records has been considered very carefully 
before claiming privilege under Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence 
Act read with Article 74(2) of the Constitution of India. 

) 

23. With reference to paragraph 22 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 




records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 

I state that the contentions 
of the are frivolous and ere denied. 


therewith are denied and disputed, 


V 




24. With reference to paragraph 23 of the said 

writ petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 
records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 
of the o-of \ (-/anei! a re denied inasmuch as the mote for the 
Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs on the subject of the 
dispute regarding the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose and 
also the controversy whether he is dead or alive and the 
decision of the Cabinet Committee thereon are covered under 
Article 74(2) of the Constitution of India read with Sections 
123 & 123 of the Evidence Act. 


/ 





s 


25, With reference to paragraph 26 of the said writ 

petition, save as aforesaid and save what appears from the 

« — — 

records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I- shot o the Hon 'bl » C our t-ear 
peruse satisfy i-a-g~44^e-l-P— a- bout th e bon -afi^ee— and 
go n i 7 to n, plan of pri vl -lag.a , 


***•'** 


27. That the statements made in paragraphs \ & \ 

are true to my knowledge and those contained in 
paragraphs S' ^ ^ a«4- are my 

informations derived from the records which information I 
verily/ to be true, one . in and vu. 

are ay humble submissions to this Hon'ble Court. 


Prepared in my office 
Advocate. 

Solemnly affirmed before 
me this the day 

1993. 


The deponent is known to me 

Clerk to 
Mr. 

Advocate 


m 


Commissioner. 
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s. K. KUNDU 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 


m su mx 


No 


Government of India 
Ministry of Law 8, Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat? Calcutta- 
4, K.S.Roy Road, Calcutta - 1 

Dated 






^To 

hri t • a. single > 

Director (OWVtg*) 

Pi’ letry of H«m Affaire, 
[. North Jlockt 
tfcw Delhi liOOQI 


Dear sir* 


c.a.-fc.e7?o(»)/s2 

Bij»n Ghosh 

UOI a Anx. 


1 hope the ccBittontcstioR dt* 9th December 1993 with eoelo- 
t swres has been rec eived by you* 

1 m now forwarding herewith a copy of the supplementary 
affidavit filed by 5h*i Asiya fiath Lose* one of the added res* 
pendents and a copy of the application for addition of parties* 

rlddly do the needful and give necessary instructions at 
an early date* 

1 propose to deal with your letter dt*5th NsveuLer* 1993 
written to Shri Kannan. Addl* legal Adviser* afterwards* 


Enel: As above* 





Copy to t 


l.Shri P.C* Kannan* Atidl* Legal Adviser* Ministry of Law Justice & C A 
J-ept t* of Legal Affairs* -r-hastri 3haw«n* New Delhi 11Q0Q1 * for in* 
formation* 

y - 

sr BED / 2*ghri V*p*Rhatia* Use e rse erst ary • Pin* of Horae Affairs* North -lock 
Delhi - UOOQL* for infomation* 
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S. K. KUMDU 
CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 



SPEED POST 


No, 


-Jk 


15/B/Hcme/92 


Government of India 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat; Calcutta 
4, K*S*Roy Road, Calcutta - 1 

S 

Dated 13*12.93 



^'sh£i L.E.Sin4$«, 

Director (08M7Vig. ) 
Ministry of Home Affairs* 
North Block, 

New Delhi 110001 


Dear sir* 


C*0. No* 6720 (w)/ 92 
Bijan Ghosh 
-vs- 

UDI & Anx. 


I hope the communication dt.9th December 1993 with enclo- 
sure! has been received by you. 

I am now forwarding herewith a copy of the supplementary 
affidavit filed by Shri Aniya Nath Bose* one of the added res- 
pondents and a copy of the application for addition of parties. 

Kitidly do the needful and give necessary instructions at 
an early date. 

it 

I propose to deal with your letter dt.Sth November, 1993 
written to Snri Kannan, Addl. Legal Adviser, afterwards* 


Enel: As above. 


Yours faithfully* 


{ s K Kundi 



I "5 I 




Copy to : 

l.Shri p.C. Kannan, Addl*Legal Adviser, Ministry of Law Justice & CA 
Deptt. of Legal Affairs* Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi 110001 - for in- 
formation. 


SPEED 2*Shri V*P*Bhatia» Undersecretary, Min. of Home Affairs, North ^lock 


E-QSI. 


New Delhi - 110001 - fox infoimation. 
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( S K Kundu ) 
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DISTRICT* CALCUTTA 


>*« 





IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION 
(APPELLATE SIDE) 
C.O.NO. 6720(w) OF 1993. 



! 


I n the matter of : 

j 

An application under Artitfc&e 226 * 
of the Constitution of India; 

’ i 

AND 

i" 

In the matter of! 

r_ ' i 

| 

A Writ in tne nature of Mandamus 
and of Certiorari and/or any other 

j 

4 

writ or writs, order and/ or orders , 
direction and/or directions etc.; 

AND 


j 


In the matter of i 

The highest Civilian Award 'Bharat 
Ratna' conferred upon Subhas r ‘i\ 
Chandra Bose Posthumously without 

i 

having any official declaration 
by Union of India of His death 
and/or admission of His death; etc. 


A N D 

t 

In the matter of : 

Bijan Ghosh, Advocate practising 
at High court at Calcutta son of 
Sri Benoy Krishna Ghosh , B-172, 

- 2 — 


: 7 


petitioner 







h 

i, 


t- 


•j 
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A 


B.E. College, Howrah.. 

VS» < 


l.The union of India represented 
the Secretary, ministry of 'ome 
Affairs, New Delhi - llOOOl. 


2. The Union of India service 

through the Secretary, Ministry 
of Human Resources & Development, 
New Delhi - lioooi. 

Respondents. 
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. Supplementary Affidavit 

* I 

I, Amiya Nath Bose, son of late'.' Sarat Chandra Bose, aged about 
78 years, at present residing at 226/ 4 a, Netaji Subbas Chandra 
Bose Road, Calcutta - 700 040, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

I 

say as follows:- 

1. In terms of an order passed by the Hon'ble Mr. Justice 

Shyamal Kumar Sen on 29th September 1993 the following papers 

) ; 

were sent to me by the Ministry of Home Affairs of the Govern- 
ment of Indiai- 

(i) A copy of the Notification setting up the Khosla Commission; 

(ii) A copy of the Memorandum of Action Taken (on the Report of 
! the Khosla commission) laid before Parliament; and 

(iii) A copy of tne Press Communique issued by Rasntrapati 
Bhavan regarding award of Bharat Ratna to Netaji . 


i 

\ 


I 




2. 


Before I deal with the findings of the Khosla Commission 


I would like to place certain facts before this court because 
I feel that they have some bearing on the subject matter of the 
present enquiry, 

* 


3. 


J 


3 


On the 1st of October, 1943 People's Republic came to 
power in China, on the same day Sarat Chandra Rose sent the 
following telegram to Mao Tse- Tung: - 


Mao Tse-Tung 

Chairman central People's Government of Republic of 
China 

Peiping (Peking) 

f 

Sincerest felicitations to you and people of China on 
behalf of self and Socialist Republican Party and progressive 
iorces ana newspaper "The Nation" on your unanimous election 
as chairman., Feel gratified today that X predicted in September 
1945 Chiang Kai-Shek's early overthrow and your coming into 
power as Chinese leader, Hope you will cement good relations, 
deplcmatic and otherwise, between China and India and lay found- 
ation of Asian Bloc for Counteracting machinations of Western 
imperialists and freeing all Asiatic countries from foreign 
yoke. 

Sarat Bose 

| I, Woodburn Park, Calcutta 
1-10-1949 

* 

4, On the 22nd of October 1949, Sarat Bose received the 
following reply from Mao Tse Tung:- 

I ] ] 

very urgent 11.50 p.m, 

388, Peking 22nd 

Sri Sarat Chandra Bose, 

1, Woodburn Park, Calcutta 

I 

jThank you for your greetings to the People's Republic 
of China. The Chinese people welcomes the establishment of a 
broad friendship with the Indian people and all expressed 
nations jointly to oppose imperialist aggression. 

) 

Mao Tse Tung 


5. On the 20th of August 1949, Sarat Bose suffered a major 
heart attack at a public meeting in the Calcutta Maidan. As a 

consequence thereof he was confined either to his bed oar the 

. 

1st floor of his residence at 1, woodburn Park, Calcutta, till 
the end of November, 1949. 


6. It may be mentioned here that the Government of 

Prime Minister Nehru granted recognition to the people's 

Republic of China quite sometime after October 1949, as Nehru 

* J 

was a great friend and of chiang Kai Shek. 

A 
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7, In November 1949, Vve started hearing over th> radio in 
Calcutta the following broadcsst:- 

"Netaji Subtigs Chandra Bose will soon speak to the 
Indian people" . 


\ 


r 


¥ 

"i 






J .i 

1 . 



i 

i 
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W^b heartLthe broadcast continously for almost three weeks. The 
above broadcast was being made by a lady. From her pronunciation 
it was clear that the lady was either a Chinese cbr a Japanese 
woman. From my cont&^cts in Lonaon^whicb I had established during 

I 

my stay there till November 1944, I was able to ascertain that 

■ the above broadcast was being beamed from chins. 

* 

* 

But we never heard any broadcast by Subhas Chandra Bose, 

8, - Ky father Sarat Chandra Bose died on 20th February , 1950, 

> 1 

. 

9, Just about a month before Nehru's death, I met him at his 

i t 1 

; ** 

residence in Delhi, At that time he was not keeping well, U had 

known him since my school days. I went to Del^i to demand that 

. 1 | 

he should institute a fresh and proper enquiry to go into the 
■question of Netaji's disappearance. During my ciscussion Nehru 

f 

agreed with me that the findings of the Shah Nawaz Enquiry 

Committee were not acceptable. I suggested to him that a 

1 

Com, mission of Enquiry under the Chief 'Justice ‘of Inaia should 
go into this question. On my return to Calcutta I wSote to 
Pandit Nehru repeating my demand. He duly replied to my letter in 
wnicb he stated: - 

" I agree with you that something should be done to 

r 

finalise the question of Netaji's death. Though I am 
not sure if I can request the chief Justice of India 
to undertake this task as he will have to visit many 
countries for the purpose" , 


.J 
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About a fortnight after I received the letter from Jahawar— £al 
Nehru he died, I coulc not, tnerefore, pursue the matter with 
him. 


10. In 1967, I was elected a member of Parliament from the 
Arambagh Parliamentary Constituency by defeating Mr . Sachin 
Showdnury, who was then the Finance Minister in Indira Gandhi's 
h Cabinet. 


11. In 1969, there was a strong demand by a large member of 

members of Parliament tnat a fresh enquiry ought to be made to 

enquire into the circumstances of Neteji's disappearance. Prime 

* 

Minister Indira Gandhi formed a Parlicirientary Conmittee with 

Shri Y.E.Chavan, the Home Minister, as its Chairman to consider 

the matter. I was a member of that Parliamentary Committee. I 

* 

demanded the setting up of a commission of Enquiry under the 
Commissions of inquiry Act, 1552. I handed over the original 
of Jahawar Lai Nehru's letter to me, which he wrote just prior 
to his death, to Shri Y.B.Chavan. In fact, Nehru's letter to 

me clinched the matter. 

* 

t 

12. Shri Chavan informed the members of the. Parliamentary 
Committee that he would submit 3 report to the Cabinet. 

j 

13. A few days, thereafter, Indira Candhi requested me to come 
to here residence as she desired to acquaint me with the 
decision ol the Cabinet regarding the matter. She tolc me at 

/ ner house that the Cabinet had decided to constitute a 

t 

Commission of Inquiry. She asked for mv suggestion as to who 
should b appointed. I tolc. her that I woulo^Justice phanibhushan 

t ' 

Chakraveirti of Calcutta to head the commission of Inquiry. I 


4 


promised to inform her about justice cnakravorti 1 s acceptance 
after I return to Calcutta. She agreed to wait till she heard 
from me. The next day I took the Rajdhani Express for Calcutta. 

I was shocked to hear in the train over the; radio during my 

I 

journey that the Government of India had appointed Justice 
G,D. Khosla as the Sole member of a Commission of Inquiry. I 
never expected this breach of faith on the part of Indira 
Gandhi, whom I nad known well since my childhood. 

14, when the Kbosla Commission commenceu its sittings in 

* 

Delhi, I appeared before it for three days and made some sub- 
missions on the subject’ matter of enquiry .Justice Kbosla desired 
that I should give evidence regarding the wrist watch, wne* 
Netaji was alleged to have been wearing at the time of the 
so-called aircrash at the Taihoku Airpdrt. As I agreed to do 
so, I decided not to appear further as a counsel before the 
Kbosla commission, 

15, I gave evidence before the Commission regarding the 
rectangular wrist watch in Calcutta and also produced it before 
Justice Khosla for his inspection. In course of my evidence 
before Justice Khosla I stated in substance what I have stated 
in paragraphs 22,23,24,25,26 and 27 of my affidavit dated 

7th Kay, 1993 filed in these proceedings. I stated quite clearly 
before Justice Khosla that the rectangular wrist watch was 

i 

never worn by Netaji during his entire stay in East Asia. He 
was wearing a round wrist watch when he boarded the plane at, 
Bangkok on the 16th of August 1945. From Bangkok he arrived 
in Saigon and then left for an unknown destination. 


16, In his report Justice Khosla stated" that Sri Amiya Math 
Bose nas taken great care of this watch.,,. It seems, therefore, 
that despite all tne protest and denials by the Bose family, 

X 

Sri Amiya Bose at any rate beliefs that the watch belongs to his 
uncle Subhas Chandra Bose and is to be valued end treated with 
reverence and af fection" , Justice Khosla had deliberately made 
a false summary of the evidence I gave before him about the 
wrist watch. Only a very dishonest person like Justice Khosla 
could have made such ^ false statements in his report. 

17, Mr, E.Bhasksran who worked as the stenographer of Netaji 
in East Asia also gave evidence before Justice Khosla, Bhaskaran 
always resided with Netaji in Singapore .Eangkok and in Rangoon, 

He stated before the Khosla Commission that when he went to the 
Bangkok Airport bn the 16th of August 1945 to see-off Netaji, Netaji 
was v/earing a round wrist watch. Khosla rejected Bhaskaran* s 

I 

evidence as unreliable as it did not suit his purpose. Evidently, 
Khosla was given directions by the then Government of India to 
came to the finding that Netaji died in an aircrash at Taihoku 
AirfielaL on the 18th of August 1945. 

T * 

18, Even before Justice Khosla submitted his report on June, 

30, jjaifc , he brought out a book written by him on Netaji where * 

A , 

he called Netaji a "Japanese Agent" . 

19, One of my cousins late Dwijendra Nath Bose filed an 
action for criminal defamation before the chief presidency 
Magistrate in Calcutta. I was at that time appearing in a 
cirmirrai case before the same Magistrate in Calcutta. Mr. J.P, 

A S-e-u/a^ 

M, it ter, counsel along with^Chamanlal were appearing for the 
prosecution and I was appearing for the accused in that case. 


r 
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20, The Chief Pn-sidency Magistrate issued summons against 

Justice Khosla in the action filed hy late Dwijendra Nath Bose. 

t 

Justice Khosla did not choose to appear in the Court of the 
Chief Presidency Magistrate. The Magistrate then issued a 
warrant of arrest against him. 

— jS 

tjLo V%Lc£l i_ Ajt* 

2 ±„ Mr. J.P .Mitter^requested me to persuade my cousin Dwijen 
not to press for Khosla' s imprisonment. In a moment of weakness, 

1 did persuade my cousin Dwijen not to press for Khcsla’s 
imprisonment , 

22. . Justice Khosla appeared before the chief Presidency 
Magistrate, tendered unconditional apology for the remarks he 
had made about Netaji in his book and agreed to withdraw all the 
copies of his book immediately from circulation, on the above 
terms* Justice Khosla was acquited by the chief presidency 
Magistrate of Calcutta* 

t ; ‘ 

23. It will be interesting to mention here that Khosla had 
also written an adulatory biography of Indira Gandhi. 

24. I humbly submit that the entire object of Justice Khosla 
was not to ascertain the truth about Netaji 's di sappearence , 

but to defame and dishonour Netaji Subhgs Chandra Bose, may be 

! 

under the directions of the then Government of India. 

i 

2 5, I humbly submit that Justice Khosla did not nor was he 

interested in conducting a proper enquiry into the circumstances 
of Netaji' s disappearence, ana no reliance should, therefore,, 
be placed by this Court on his findings. 

26. I submit f at the present Government cannot possibly rely 
on the findings of the Khosla Commission after the statement 

t 

' f 


Prime Minister Morarji Desai made in Lok Sabba on September 
3rd, 1978. In tnis connection I beg leave to refer t'o paragraphs 
37 and 38 of my affidavit 1 dated 9th May 1993 filed in these 
proceedings. The Government of India has not disclosed any 
fesh materials subsequent to September 1578. In my submission 

I 

the Government of India cannot fall back on tne report of the 
Khosla Commission. 

t j 

27. In my affidavit of 7th May 1993, I have annexed photocopy 
of a letter dated 22nd July 1946 written by Khurshed Naoroji 

f 1 

to Louis Fisdber, the famous American Journalist and £>ress 

Adviser to tne American Administration in 1946. The letter of 

* 

Khurshed Naoroji is, in fact, the letter of Gandhi ji. The 
letter proves conclusively that Subbas Chandra Bose was alive 
and in Russia in July 1946. 

28. I went to England for tne first time in March 1937. I 
visited Germany and Vienna in 1937,1938 and in June 1939. 

During my visits to Vienna I came to know one R.Madan, who was 
then a medical student in Vienna. During the War, R. Medan 
became closely associated with the Free India Movement in 
Germany apd came into close contact with Netaji during Metaji's 
stay in Europe between the years 1941 and 1943, After the war, 
R.Madan returned to Delhi having completed his medical studies . 
in Vienna. Dr, R.Madan became a leading Eye Specialist in Delhi , 
who was frequently consulted by Jahawarlal Nehru. I used to 
visit Delhi quite frequently till 1975 for appearing in different 
cases there. I was also a Member of Parliament for one term’ 

from 1967. During my visits to Delhi, I used to r;eet Dr. Madan 

■ / 

quite often. 
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Netaji in the plane from Saigon in August 1945 inforr red him 


; 


that the aircrash story was concocted to enable Netaji to reach 


a territory, from where he could continue India's strugle for 
freedom. According to Dr. Madan, Netaji was held by t he Russians 
in a concentration camp. 


r 30, This fact coinpletely demolishes the story of Netaji' s 
n death in an Airjorash and falsified the findings of the Khosla 
| commission, 

31, When I was the Indian Ambassdor in Burma, I cane to know 
very well the Ambasador of Pakistan, His Excellency 'irtaza Hossain 
Irtaza Hossain was a student of Allahabad University and had met 


Netaji once, when Netaji visited the Muslim Hostel in Allahabad, 
Irtaza Hossain was a great admirer of Subhas Chandrc Bose. 


32. When I was the Ambasador in Burma, I came into close contact 
with Ne Win, who was then the President of Burma. Ne Win knew- 
Habibur Rahman well. Ne Win did not believe that Netaji died in 


an air-crash, Irtaza Hossain and I jointly met President Ne Win 
in 1979 and requested him to invite Col, Habibur Rahman to come 
to Rangoon as a Special Guest on Burma's Independence Day on 



‘4th January 1980. President Ne Wirtfsn invitation to Col, Habibur 



Ranman was communicated to hiig through the Pakistan Government . 


Col. Habibur Rahman accepted President Ne win's invitation to 
came to Rangoon. But^unfortunately ? Col . Habibur Rahman died o 
a sudden heart attack before January 1980. 

\ 

33, In view of tne facts I have stated in this afrioavit as 
well as in my affidavit of 7th May 1993, I humbly pray that 
this court do set aside the Report of the Khosla C< ■.mission 
and consign it- to the dustbin of history. 

34. I state and sutsflit that this Court should direct the 


t 


11 - 
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Government of India to produce before this court ail official 
records which prompted the Government of India to issue ne 
following press communique: - 

” BHARAT RAIMA 

The President is pleased to confer the award of Bharat 
Ratna Posthumously on Shri Subhash Chandra rose." 

4 * 

Rashtrapati Bbavan, New Delhi. 

January 22, 1992” , * 

I submit that the Government of India should be directed 

to publish the official records in its entirety for the informa- 

tion of the people of India. The Government of India cannot claim 

any previl&ge in respect of these documents or; the ground of 

public interest. The Government of India must in;orm toe people 

on Netaji 

of cnis country why it decided to confer "Bhrrat Rat n. “/posthumously” 
Security of this country will not be jeopardized if sucn infor- 
mation is given 'to the people of India. 

35, Subhas Chandra Bose is not an ordinary irioividuel .It is 
Primarily the strugle of Netaji and his Indian National Army which 
brought freedom to this country. The people of Indie. 1 : :'rave a 
fundamental, right to be informed as to what happened to Netaji 
after July 1946. 

36, There is now conclusive evidence that Subhas Chandra Bose 

. 

was alive and in Russia in July, 1546. The people of ? ndia nave 

t 

a right to be informed as to what happened to Subnas Chandra Bose 
after July 1946, 

37, The British Government is now making public a large volume 
of secret and Intelligence documents. The Russian Government 

is also negotiating with a number of parties in America and 
Germany for sale and eventual publication of K.G.3.' ' cuments. 

4 

A good deal of information which were till now kept secret by 

* 

the British and Soviet Governments. 


1 
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'Will soon be available to the public, 

38. The Parliament of India represents the Indian people, 

I humbly pray that this Court should direct the Government of 
India to request the Speaker of Lok Sabha to set up a Joint 
Parliamentary Committee to enquire Into the question as to 
what happened to Subhas Chandra Bose after July 1946, In my 
submiss ion, a Joint Parliamentary Committee will be the most 
suitable body to find out where^ when, and in what circumstances 
Netaji died, if in fact, he is dead. The people of India have a 


fundamental right to know and be told about the fate of the 
Liberator of this country.* 

39, That the statements contained in paragraphs I, 2, 3, 4, 


5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 

* 

22, 23, 247, 28, 21, 32, 36 and 37 above are true to my knowledge 


The statements contained in paragraph 29 of this affidavit are 
based on information received from Dr, R, Madan, The statements 
contained in paragraphs 24, 25, 26, 30, 33, 34, 35 and 38 are my 
submissions to this Hon* ble Court. 



Prepared in my office 



Solemnly affirmed before me on 
this 


Amiya Nath Bose 
Barr ist er-at -Law 
High Court, Calcutta 



COMMISSIONER 
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MOST IMMEDIATE/ BY HAND 



No. 1/27/91-Public 

Government of India /Bharat Sarkar 
Ministry of Home Affairs/ Grih Mantralaya 


1 ' OEC 1933 


New Delhi, tne 15th December, 1993. 


Subject: -C.0. No.6720(W) of 1993 - Bijan Ghosh versus Union of 

India and ors. - Judgement of Hon'ble High Court, Calcutta 
dated December 6,1993. 


As directed by Snri M. Venkateswara Iyer, Joint Secretary 
in the Ministry of Home Affairs, a copy of the order dated December 
6,1993, passed by the Hon'ble Hign Court Calcutta in the above 
mentioned case is sent herewith for your perusal and necessary 
action. 


*tu 




V.F. Bhatia 
Under Secretary to the Govt. 


) 

of India. 


Shri P. Parmeswaran, 

Dy. Central Government Advocate, 
Supreme Court of India, 

Room No. 125, Now Delhi. 
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MOST IMMEDIATE/ BY SP-iED POST 


V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRETARY (PUB. fc VIG.), 
TEL. NO. 3012421. 

D.O. No. 1/27/ 91 -Public 


Dear Shri Kundu, 


*FRrf HTHHT 

Rm ssttt, *rf fetfl’-n®®®? 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
NORTH BLOCK, NEW DELHM 10001 

DATED THE DECEMBER % 1993. 


Kindly refer to your letters No.l5/B/Home/93/735/7Q4-A, dated 
26th November , 1993 and no. 15/B/Home/93/747/7 ,8A, dated 30th November, 
1993, sending therewith a copy of supplementary affidavit filed on 
behalf of Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra, Respondent No. 5; a copy of the 
amended Writ Petition filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh, Petitioner and a copy 
of the affidavit filed by Prof. Samar Guha , another added Respondent 
in the matter of C.O.No.6720( W) of 1993. 

2. All these three affidavits have been gone into carefully and parawise 
comments have been prepared. 1 am sending herewith a copy each of 
the three affidavits under reference together with parawise comments 
thereon. 

3. As regards supplementary affidavit filed by Shri Amiya Nath 
Bose, added Respondent, parawise comments are under preparation and 
will be sent to you in a couple of days. 


4. As per the order dated 6th December, 1993, counter- affidavits 
in respect of these three affidavits are to be filed by the 8th January, 
1994. In view of the limited time available for filing the counter affida- 
vits, I shall be grateful if you could kindly have the parawise comments 
settled expeditiously by Shri R.N. Das, Senior Panel Counsel and the 
counter- affidavits so settled returned to me at your earliest convenience 
to enable us to formally file them in the High Court at Calcutta by 
the last date i.e. 8th January, 1994. 

5. A line in reply will be much appreciated. 

With regards, 


Shri S.K. Kundu, 

Central Government Advocate, 

Ministry of Law & Justice, 

Deptt. of Legal Affairs, 

4-K.S. Roy Road, Branch Secretariat, 
Calcutta. 



Yours sincerely. 
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No. 1/27/ 91 -Public 


Dated; 2h4- December, 1993. 


Copy, along with a copy each of the parawise comments in respect 
of the supplementary affidavit filed by Dr. Su santa Kumar Mitra, amended 
affidavit filed by Shrl Bijan Ghosh and affidavit filed by Prof. Samar 
Guha, another added Respondent , forwarded to Shri R.N. Das, Senior 
Panel Counsel, Calcutta High Court, 38, Chow ranges Road, Calcutta with 
the request that ho may kindly spare sometime to settle these parawise 
comments at his earliest convenience to enable this Ministry to file 
the counter affidavits well before 8th January, 1994. A y' 

£lk><r*e -Hn-et} e/n. tri-k oe/r/ /*G.yeuhtf - 


( V.P. BHATIA ) 

UNDER SECRETARY TO THE GOVT. OF INDIA. 
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FARAWISE COMMENTS IM RESPECT OF SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT 

OF ADDED RESPONDENT, DR. SUSANTA KUMAR MITRAs 

Para Is requires no comments. 

Para 2: The af f idavi t -in -oppos i t ion to the affidavit earlier 
filed by Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra, has already 
been filed on 6,12,93. 

Para 3: The contentions of the Petitioner in para 3 is 
his own understanding of the subject and does 
not call for any specific comments. 

Para 4: Needs no comments. 

Paras 5 The contentions of the added Respondent make i i 

& 6 

abundantly clear that the 1 action on the part of 
Prof. Samar Guha with ref ereticendo . the copy of 
the report of the Khosla Commission was his instant 
reaction to certain remarks of Shri Khosla about 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose in the report and it 
was to clarify the Government's stand that the 

then Prime Minister* Mrs, Indira Gandhi intervened 
and categorically stated that the Government did 
not accept Khosla ‘s personal views about Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose or the full text of his report 
the Government accepted only its findings to 
the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash on 
18th August* 1945, at Taihoku. 

Para 7: The contention of the added Respondent in para 
7 is only reiteration of the statement by the 

then Prime Minister, Shri Morar j i Desai made on 
28 th August, 19 78 in the Lok Sabha about which 
this Respondent has earlier, in response to the 

main writ petition and other petitions filed by 
added Respondents averred that Shri Desai also 
concluded his statement by the words "No useful 
purpose would be served by having any further 
inquiry. 11 T*t is, therefore, incorrect to say 

. . . 2 /- 





that this Respondent has not said anything 
about this statement of Shri Morar j i Desai 
except that the above statement was made 
in the Lok Sabha on 28th August, 1978, 

Para 8: With reference to the contentions of the 

added Respondent in para 8 of this supplementary 
affidavit it is respectfully stated that 
the speech delivered by Prof, Samar Guha 
in the Lok Sabha is not a full reproduction 
of the said speech as some portions thereof 
have been omitted. Besides, when the Chairman 
specifically asked Prof. Guha 11 Are you 
withdrawing your motion? 11 , Prof, Samar Guha 
stated "There is no necessity of any fresh 

^ inquiry because I know Netaji is alive", 

V 

Thereafter, with the pleasure of the House 
the Chairman permitted Prof* Samar Guha 
to withdraw the motion. 

Paras9 &10 : The contention of the added Respondent in 

para 9 is denied inasmuch as the matter 

was considered by the Government later i.e* 

in Febr uary , 1 9 9 1 , with full knowledge of 

the said statement of Shri Morarji Desai 

made in Parliament in the year 1978 , when 

it decided that since two inquiries had 

already been held on the disappearance of 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose, and Government 

have already accepted that Netaji died in 

an aircrash on 18th August, 1945 at Taihoku, 

no useful purpose would be served by holding 

another inquiry. In connection with the 

reference in this para to the motion of 

Prof. Samar Guha for consideration of the 
report of the Khosla Commission, as has 


* 
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already been stated, the same was withdrawn 
with the pleasure of the House and the 
permission of the Chairman, 

Para 11&12 : The contentions of the added Respondent 

in these paras are irrelevant as the main 
conclusion of two inquiries already held, namely 
that Netaji died in an aircrash at Taihoku 

on 18th August, 1945, has already been accepted 
by Government • 

Para 13: The contents of this para are irrelevant 

since Government of India again considered 

aJj&'n 

the matter in 1991 and ^decided to accept 
the findings of the Khosla Commission that 
Netaji died in an aircrash on . 18th August, 1945 
at Taihoku. 

Para 14 : With reference to the contentions of the 

added Respondent in para 14 of his supplementary 
affidavit and the documents mentioned in the 
Transfer of Power 1942-47, as already submitted 
in reply to the writ petition filed by Shri 
Bijan Ghosh, these have no direct bearing 
on the aspect of death of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose, In view of the acceptance by the Government 
of India, the death of Netaji in an aircrash 
at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945, the question 
of stay of Netaji in Soviet Russia after A 
the said period, does not arise. All allegations 
contrary to it are denied and disputed. 

Para 15 : The contents of this paragraph are irrelevant 

in view of acceptance by Government of the 
conclusion of Khosla Commission namely that 
Netaji died in an aircrash on 18th August, 

1945 at Taihoku . 


. . . 4 /- 
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Para 16 
Para 17 

Para 18 

Para 19 
Para 20: 


Para s 2 lto 28 ; 


Para 29 
Para 30 
Para 31 
Para 32 

Para 33 


No comments* 

The claim of privilege has been rightly 
made. The rest of the contents of this para 
are incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. 
The contents of this para are denied. The 
claim of privilege has been rightly made* 

No c omm e n t s . 

With reference to the contentions of the 
added Respondent in para 20, it is respectfully 
submitted that in view of the position as 
stated earlier, the motion by Prof. Samar 
Guha was withdrawn with the pleasure of 
the House with the remarks by Prof. Samar 
Guha that 11 there is no necessity of any 
fresh inquiry,, , 11 

The contents of these paras are incompetent, 
irrelevant and immaterial. The stand taken 
by the Government in this matter has already 
been made very clear in all the aff idav its 

already filed before this Hon 1 b 1 e Court, 

¥ 

Both the Shah Nawaz Committee & the Khosla 

* 

Commission came to the conclusion that Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose died on 18th August, 
1945, in an aircrash at Taihoku and this 
conclusion has been accepted by the Government, 
No comments. 

No comments. 

No comments. 

The contentions of the added Respondent 
in para 32 merit outright rejection. It 
is, therefore, prayed accordingly. 

No common is. 







PARAWISE COMMENTS IN RESPECT OF AMENDED 

WRIT PETITION FILED BY SHRI BIJAN GHOSH 

Para 1 

: Needs no comments. 

Para 2 

; With reference to the contention of the Petitioner 

in para 2 of the amended Writ Petition (hereinafter 

referred as the said petition), it has already 

been stated in the reply to the main petition 

of the petitioner that the Government accepted 

the findings of both the Netaji Inquiry Committee 

and the Khosla Commission to the effect that 

Netaji died in an aircrash at Taihoku on 18th 

August, 1945 and hence the award of Bharat 

Ratna to Netaji regarded as "posthumous 11 . 

As regards the contention that without the 

specific report of death of Subhas Chandra 

4 ( 

Bose, Government cannot and should not describe 

% _ 

the conferment as 1 pos thumous 1 , it may be 

clarified that the Memorandum of Action Taken 

on the Report of Khosla Commission to the effect 

that Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died in an 

air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku air 

field in Taiwan having been laid on the Table 

of both the Houses of Parliament on 3.9 . 1974 , 

the same became a public document and deemed 

£ 

declaration by the Government that Netaji died 

in an aircrash at Taihoku on 18.8.1945. 

Para 4 

: With reference to the contention of the petitioner 

in para 4 of the said petition, it is incorrect 

to say that the Government headed by Smt . Indira 

Gandhi had not accepted the report. In fact, 

the second enquiry body was ordered keeping 

in view the widespread feeling amongst the 

public that the problem of finding the truth 

about Netaji's death still remains and also 

on account of pet i' 31 t demand for a further 
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inquiry* As already stated, the findings of 
both Netaji Inquiry Comm ittee and Khosla C omm i s s i o n 
to the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash 
on 18*8,1945, were again considered and accepted 
by Government in February , 199 1 * This was long 
after the statement made by Shri Morarji Desai 
in Parliament on 28th August, 1978* 

As regards the alleged Third Inquiry Commission 
ordered by the then Prime Minister, Shri Chandrasekhar., 
it has already been stated in reply to the 
main petition that no records are available 
in this Ministry* 

The contention of the petitioner in the said 
petition calls for no comments in view of the 
fact that Government have already accepted 
the findings of Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) 
and Khosla Commission (1970) that Netaji died 
in an aircrash on 18*8*1945. 

The contentions of the petitioner in paras 
5 & 6 of the said petition are denied inasmuch 

as the decision to confer Bharat Ratna on Netaji 
was taken keeping in view his relentless struggle 
for the independence of India and his great 
contribution for the casue of India * s freedom. 

The contention that conferment of Bharat Ratna 
on Netaji is an insult to him rather than an 
honour is the personal view of the petitioner 
which is incorrect* 

With reference to the contentions of the petitioner 
in para 7 of the said petition, as already 
stated, it is petitioner's own view to regard 

07 ? Nzfnj* 

conferment of Bharat Ratna^ as dishonour to 

him. As already stated in reply to the main 
petition, it was also keeping in vi ew the sentiments 
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of the Hon'ble Members of Parliament expressed 
on 7th August, 1991 in connection with a Special 
Mention by Shri Pramod Mahajan, MP, Rajya Sabha 
and in recognition of public service of the 
highest order , the names of Mau 1 ana Abu 1 Ka 1 am 
Azad and Netaji were approved by the President 
of India for the Award of Bharat Ratna and 
the same were announced on 23rd January, 1992 . 
The decision to confer Bharat Ratna posthumously 
on Netaji was taken keeping in view his relentless 
struggle and contribution for the cause of 
India's freedom. It would not be appropriate 
to compare one recipient of Bharat Ranta with 
another. All recipients of Bharat Ratna^have 
their own standing and excellence each in his 
own way. It would be wrong to say one is 
superior and another is inferior. 

The contention of the petitioner in para 7A 

of the said affidavit speaks about the standing 

of Netaji and his valiant role for the cause 

of India's independence. However, the contention 

of the Petitioner that no honour, title or 

award can even dare to approach even the shadow 

of his towering personality is his personal 

view and does not call for any specific comments. 

It is denied, as alleged by the petitioner 

in para 8 of the said petition, that the award 

of Bharat Ratna was conferred on Netaji without 

any application of mind. It was only in recogniion 

of and having regard to Netaji's contributions 

and his highest service to the cause of India's 

freedom that the said award of Bharat Ratna 

was announced to be conferred on him by the 
President. While conferring Na s highest 


award, no one is brought within the parametres 


Para 8A : 

Para 9 : 

Paras 10 & 1 1 : 


Paras 1 2 & 1 2 A : 


of limitation. Rather it is a reflection of 
Nation's esteem and conveys the same message 
to the international communities and the comity 
of nations. As rightly stated by the petitioner, 
the public sentiments, emotions and feelings 
did play a great part in the conferment of 
Bharat Ratna on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
It is denied that by this action the Government 
has in any way insulted Netaji or defamed and 
disregarded him in any manner. However, as 
already stated in the reply to the main petition, 
keeping in view the widespread public reaction 
and sentiments of the people and to avoid any 
unnecessary controversy, the Government decided, 
notwithstanding the earlier announcement, not 
to take any further action in the matter and 

to treat the matter as closed. 

The contention of the petitioner in para 8A 
of the said petition is incorrect and is denied. 
Calls for no comments. 

With regard to paragraphs 10 & 11 of the said 

petition, the contentions of the petitioner 

are not relevant in view of the Government 

of India having already accepted the conclusion 

of the Netaji Inquiry C omm ittee (1956) and 

Khosla Commi ss ion ( 1 9 7 0 ) that Netaji died in 

an air-crash on 18.8.1945 at Taihoku. 

The contentions of the petitioner in paras 

12 & 12A are reflective of his strong feelings 

about Netaji. Since two inquiries have already 

been held about his disappearance and both 

have concluded that Netaji died in an air-crash 

on 18.8.1945 and Government having accepted 
these findings, theve is nothing to suggest, 
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& 

V 



as contended by the petitioner, that Netaji 
was alive on the date of impugned honour. 

As already stated the matter was considered 
as late as in 1991 and agreeing with the findings 
of the two inquiries Government decided that 
no useful purpose would be served by holding 

another inquiry. This decision was taken long 
after the statement made in Parliament in 1978 
by the then Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai. 

Paras 12B,C&D:With reference to the contentions of the petitioner 
in paras 12B,C & D of the said petition, it 

is reiterated that despite the view expressed 
by various Members during the discussion on 
the Motion by Prof. Samar Cuba together with the. 
statement of the then Prime Mi n i s t er > Shr i Morarji 
Desai, Shri Desai categorically stated that 
no useful purpose would be served by holding 

another inquiry. Further, when the Chairman 
specifically asked Prof. Guha “Are you withdrawing 
your Motion? 11 , Prof. Guha stated “There is 

no necessity for any fresh inquiry “ . 

Thereafter, with the pleasure of the House, 
the Chairman permitted Prof. Guha to withdraw 
the Motion. 

Paras 1 3 1 o 1 6 s With reference to the contention of the petitioner 
in paras 13,14,15 & 16 of the said petition, 
as already stated in reply to the main petition, 
it is the petitioner's own view that freedom 
of information should be honoured as a fundamental 
right. 

Para 17 : It is denied that Netaji is being declared dead 

under the camouflage of the award of Bharat 
Ratna pos thumous 1 y » In fact, the award has 
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Mf? 

been termed as posthumous based on the acceptance 



by 

the Government 

of the 

findings of 

the 

two 


inquiries to the 

effect 

that Netaji 

.died in 


an 

air-crash on 18* 

8.1945. 




Para 18 

: As 

already stated. 

Government are of 

the 

v i ew 


that no useful purpose will be served by holding 
another enquiry. 


Para 18A ; The contention of the petitioner in para 18A 

does not require any comments since it has no 
relevance to the conferment of Bharat Ratna 
posthumously on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

Para 18B t The contents of this para call for no comments 
Since Governmen t have already accepted the conclusion 
of both Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) and 
Khosla Commission (1970) to the effect that 

Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died on 18-8-1945 
in an air-crash at Taihoku and no useful purpose 
will be served by holding another enquiry. 

Para 19 ; With reference to the contention of the petitioner 

in para 19, it is respectfully submitted that 
it was only after giving full opportunity to 
Prof. Samar Guha and others that Shri Khosla 
came to the conclusion that Netaji died in an 
air-crash at Taihoku on 18th August, 1945. 

Para 20 : Reference to the contention of the petitioner 


in para 

20, 

in 

v i ew o f 

the acceptance of 

the 

f i nding s 

o f 

t he 

Neta j i 

Inquiry Commi 1 1 ee 

and 


the Khosla Commission that Netaji died on 18th 
August, 1945 in an air -crash, it calls for no 
comment s . 

Para 21 : With reference to the contentions of the Petitioner 

in para 21, it has already been averred in reply 
to the affidavit of Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra, 
an added Respondent that Shri Dhaniklal Mandal, 
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Para 22 


Para 23 
Para 23A 
Para 23-B 
Para 2 3 -C 

Para 2 3-D 

Para 23-E 


the then Minister of State in the Ministry of 
Home Affairs did not make a statement , in the 
Parliament but only replied to a Parliament 
Question in the Lok Sabha on 11th April, 1979 * 
However, the matter was considered by the Government 
as late as in February, 1991 and it was decided 
that since two inquiries had already been held 
on the disappearance of Netaji and Government 
had already accepted that Netaji died in an 
air-crash on 18th August, 194 5 at Taihoku, no 
useful purpose would be served by holding another 
inquiry* it is, therefore, denied that the 

findings of Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla 
Commission are indecisive and not accepted by 
the Governmen t . 

; The contentions of the Petitioner are strongly 
refuted and denied. It was in recognition of 
his relentless struggle for India r s independence 


and 

his 

public 

service of the 

highest 

order 

that 

the 

award 

( posthumously ) 

of 

Bharat 

Ra t n a 

was 

announced for Netaji by 

the 

President of 


India. It is denied that the description 1 posthumous 1 
was 1 purposive 1 . 

; No comments. 

: No commen t s . 

: N o c omm e n t s • 

j No comments except that these allegations against 

Shri Khosla who is no more are not in good taste. 

: The contention of the petitioner in this para 

are misconceived and as such denied. 

: The contents of the para are irrelevant as the 

main conclusion to the effect that Netaji died 

on 18.8.1945 in an air-crash at Taihoku has 
been accepted by the Gc c rnment. 
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^ Para 23-F 


Para 2 3 -G 


Para 23H 


Para 23-1 
to 2 3 -L 


Para 24: 


: The contentions of the petitioner in para 23F 
are denied. The Memorandum of Action Taken 
laid on the Table of both the Houses of Parliament 
accepting the findings of the khosla Commission 
that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 
1945 at Taihoku, is not invalid, stale and nonest 
since the matter was .considered again in February, 
1991 and the Government held the view that Netaji 
died in the said air-crash and no useful purpose 
would be served by holding another inquiry. 

: With reference to the contentions of the petitioner 


in para 2 3G , it is 

stated that 

the said 

Mo t i on 

wa s 

withdrawn with 

the pleasure 

of the 

House 

and 

wi th the admi 

ssion of the 

Mover 

stating 

that 

1 there is no necessity for any fresh 

i nqu i ry . . * 


: Calls for no comments in view of the reply to 
para 23G. 

With reference to the contentions of the petitioner 
in paras 23-1 to 23-L, as already stated, the 

ft 

matter has been considered as late as in February, 


1991 

, with full 

knowledge 

of the statement of 

the 

then 

Prime 

Minister, 

Shri Morar j i Desai 

i n 

1978 , 

when 

i t was decided that since two 


inquiries had already been held on the disappearance 

of Netaji and Government having already acceepted 

that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 

1945, at Taihoku, no useful purpose would be 

served by holding another inquiry* 

; With reference to the contention of the petitioner 

in para 24, it has already been stated repeatedly 

that the award of Bharat Ratna to Netaji was 

regarded as posthumous in view of Government 1 s 

acceptance of the conclusion of the Netaji inquiry 

Committee and Khosla Commission that Netaji 
died at Taihoku in an a 4 r-crash on 18.8. 1945* 
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Para 25 


Para 26 


Para 27 


Para 28 


> 

x 


r 


il & in 


: The contents of para 25 are denied since after 
the Netaji Enquiry Gotiini s s i on headed by Shri 
Khosla, no other Commission of Inquiry has been 
ordered by the Government* 

; These allegations are uncalled for, unfounded* 
unwarranted and misconceived. 

; As this is petitioner's own version, the contents 
of this para call for no comments* 

: The contentions of the petitioner in para 28 
are emphatically denied* The very fact of the 
acceptance by the Government of the findings 
of the Khosla Commission and laying copies of 
the Memorandum of Action Taken on the report 
of the said Commission on the Table of both 
the Houses of Parliament, stating inter alia 
that the Government have examined the report 
and have decided to accept the findings of the 
Commission that Netaji died in an air-crash 
on 18th August, 1945 at Taihoku air-field in 
Taiwan, amounts to making this information public 
and as such it would be wrong to construe that 
Government did not make any official declaration 
of the death of Netaji. 

The various grounds of the Petitioner under 
para 28 of this amended writ petition are dealt 
with as under: 

1* The contention of the Petitioner is denied in 
view of the clarification given in response 
to para 28 above, 

; it is denied that the award of Bharat Ratna 
posthumously was conferred on Netaji in a mechanical 
approach and non^applicat ion of mind. However, 
since Government have ecided not to take any 

. * . 1 0 / - 
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further action 

in the 

rna 1 1 er 

of conferment of 

Bharat Ra t na on 

Net a j i 

and to 

treat the matter 

as closed, no 

further 

comments are called for 


as requested in this ground. In view of this 
position, as Government is not proceeding any 
further in the matter, it is not considered 
necessary to withdraw, cancel, revoke and rescind 
the said Press Communique. 


IV to VI 

: Bharat 

Ra t n a 

i s 

given for 

except i on a 1 

service 


towards 

the 

advancement of 

art, literature and 


science 

and 

in 

r ecogn i t ion 

of public 

service 


of the 

highest 

order. It 

would be 

wrong to 


draw comparison with or amongst the other recipients. 
As already stated, the contentions of the petitioner 
that by conferring Bharat Ratna on Netaji, 

Government has dishonoured h im ^ his own inter- 

" v 

pretation and view. As it has already been 

stated that Government has treated the matter 
as closed and is not handing over the Bharat 
Ratna decoration to anybody or any institution 
on his behalf, the contention of the petitioner 
is unfounded and uncalled for . 

VII : This is Petitioner’s own thinking and calls 

for no comments. 

VIII to XI : While declaring the award of Bharat Ratna posthumously 

on Netaji, Government gave its careful consideration 
keeping in view the popular demand of the Members 
of Parliament and keeping in view his relentless 
struggle for India's freedom and his public 
service of the highest order and as such there 
is no question of ridiculing or dishonouring 

or defaming him. It is further denied that 

conferring on him 'Bharat Ratna 1 is a psychological 
absurdity ov <£ead proof of 'purposiveness 1 . 
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XII 

In view of this position. Government have not 

in any way slighted Netaji by conferring Bharat 

Ratna posthumously on him. 

: The contention of the petitioner is denied since 

— 

in 

not only in 1978 but much later i*e./d991 Government 

of India again considered the matter and decided 

to accept the finding of the Khosla Commission 

that Netaji died in an air-crash on 18th August, 

1945 at Taihoku . 

XIII 

: In view of the position as stated above . there 

is nothing wrong in declaring the award of Bharat 

Ratna conferred on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 

as 1 pos thumou s 1 . 

XIV 

: The contention of the Petitioner is denied. 

XV & XVI 

; The contentions of the petitioner in these paras 

-'V 

are irrelevant and misconceived. 

XVII 

: The contention of the petitioner in this ground 

is not correct and as such totally unfounded 

and uncalled for. 

XVIII 

: The contention of the Petitioner is irrelevant. 

Government have accepted the main conclusion 

of the Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla 

Commission to the effect that Netaji died on 


18th August, 1945 in an air-crash at Taihoku. 

XIX 

; The contentions of the Petitioner are denied 

since these are his own views and submissions. 

XX & XXI 

: The contentions of the Petitioner are irrelevant 

since not only in 1978 but much later i.e. in 

1991, Government of India again considered the 

matter and decided to accept the findings of 

the Khosla Commission that Netaji died in an 

a ire rash on 18*8.1945 at Taihoku* 


* * * 
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XXII 


XXIII 


XXIV 


XXV 


XXVI & 


XXVIII 

XXIX 


XXX 


XXXI & 

XXXII 



; The contentions of the Petitioner are denied 
since findings of the Khosla Commission have 
not been annulled by the Government of India 
so far and as such conferment of the award 
of Bharat Ratna posthumously on Netaji is not 
i 1 legal * 

: The contention of the Petitioner is misconceived 
and irrelevant, 

: No comments since the Government has already 
closed the matter* 

: The contention of the Petitioner is misconceived 
and irrelevant. ' After the two inquiries^ there 

was no decision at any time to order fresh inquiry, 
XXVII : As regards the freedom of information for citizens 
of India, as already stated in reply to the 
main petition of the Petitioner, freedom of 
information is not a fundamental right. However, 
about information relating to the death of 
Netaji, the stand of the Government has already 
been made clear in the statements made earlier 
in response to certain paras of the main petition 
of the Petitioner. 

& : As Government have already had two inquiries 

in the matter, and have accepted the findings 
thereof that Netaji died in an air-crash, no 
useful purpose would be served by having any 
further inquiry. 

; Government are of the view that no useful purpose 
would be served by holding a fresh inquiry* 

: Since Government have accepted finding of both 

Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Corrmi s s i on 
to the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash 
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XXXIII 


XXXIV 


XXXV 


Para 29: 


Para 30 



on I8th August, 1945 at Taihoku, there is nothing 
wrong in terming the award of Bharat Ratna on 
Netaji as 'posthumous 1 . However, as already 
clarified. Government is not proceeding any 
further in the matter and has treated the same 
as closed. 

i The contention of the Petitioner is irrelevant 
as there is no intention to hold a fresh inquiry. 

: As regards the suggestion of the Petitioner 
that Government of India should order for a 
Commission to be constituted etc., it may be 
stated that the Government laid on ^ Table of 
both the Houses of Parliament a Memorandum of 
Action Taken on the report of Khosla Commission 
on 3rd September, 1974, incorporating therein 
its decision to accept the findings of the 
Commission that Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose died 
in an air-crash on 18th August, 1945, at Taihoku 
air-field in Taiwan. As such, no useful purpose 
would be served by having any other inquiry. 

: The contention of the Petitioner is misconceived 
and irrelevant. There is no intention to hold 
any further inquiry. 

With reference to the contention of the Petitioner 
in para 29, it has already been clarified that 
in view of public reaction and to avoid 

any unnecessary controversy, the Government 
decided, notwithstanding the earlier announcement 
dated 23rd January, 1992, not to take any further 
action in the matter and treat the matter as 
closed. 

: The contentions of the Petitioner are unfounded 
and uncalled for since two inquiries have already 
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Para 31 



Para 32 


Para 33 

% 

v _ 

Para 34 
Para 35 

Para 36 

Para 37 
Para 38 


( a ) ( i to 


been held in the ma tter and there is no intention 
to hold a third inquiry. 

: As already stated, it is only on the basis of 

■&)£ 

acceptance by the Government of i findings of 

* 

Netaji Inquiry Committee and Khosla Commission 
to the effect that Netaji died in an air-crash 
on 18th August, 1945 at Taihoku that the award 
of Bharat Ratna has been termed as 1 pos thumou s 1 . 

: These provisions will not apply as the award 

to Netaji was not notified j at all. Only an 

fl 

announcement was made, as the announcement itself 
seemed to raise a controvesy it wa s dec ided 
to treat the matter as closed and no notification 
at all was issued. 

: It has been stated repeatedly that Government 

have no intention to hold another inquiry as 

no useful purpose will be served, 

: Calls for no comments. 

: It has been stated repeatedly that Government 

have no intention to hold another inquiry as 

no useful purpose will be served. 

: This is a prayer of the Petitioner and calls 
for no comments. 

: No comments. 

: No comments except that no such leave was granted 
by the Hon'ble Court on 22nd September , 1993 . 

As regards prayer of the Petitioner, it is respect- 
fully submitted as under: 

v) As far as Government are concerned, the whole 

matter is closed. The award to Netaji was only 

announced. It was not notified because even 

the very announcement raised a controversy. 

It was preciselv in order to avoid any controversy 
that it was de id i to treat the matter as 
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closed. 

(b to f) : Two inquiries have already been held in the 

past. The main conclusion of these inquiries, 
namely, that Netaji died in an air-crash at 
Taihoku on 18th August, 1945, has been accepted 
by Government. Government have no intention 

of holding a fresh inquiry. 

: The prayer of the Petitioner calls for no comments. 

: It is for the Hon'ble Court to take a decision 
in the matter. 

i As already clarified, Government of India has 
already closed the matter and does not intend 
to take any further action. 

: In view of the position as stated in response 

to prayer at (i) above , this prayer of the Petitioner 
needs outright rejection. 

i It is for the Hon'ble Court to take a view. 

In view of the submission made in response to 
the various paragraphs of the amended Writ Petition as also 
reply to various Grounds and Prayer, this amended Petition 
merits outright rejection and it is, therefore, prayed accordingly. 


(g) 

(h) 

(i) 

t j ) 

3 *. 

I 

K 

(k) 


*■- 




. AFFIDAVIT-IN-OPPOSITION WITH REFERENCE TO 

AFFIDAVIT FILED BY PROF. SAMAR GUHA, 

ADDED RESPONDENT NO. 6. 

It is not necessary to Rive detailed para wise comments on the 
affidavit filed by Prof. Samar Guha, Added Respondent No. 6. 

2. Added Respondent No. 6 has done valuable research into the 
life and activities of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose and he is entitled 
to his own views and beliefs. 

3. The stand taken by the Government in this matter has already 
been made abundantly clear in all the affidavits already filed before 


the Hon'ble Court. 

Both the 

Shah 

Na waz 

Committee and 

the 

Commission of Inquiry 

headed by 

Shri 

G.D. 

Khosla came to 

the 


conclusion that Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose died on 18th August, 1945 

[ ' 

in an air crash at Taihoku. This conclusion has been accepted by 

the Government. 

4. A Memorandum of Action Taken on the report of the Commission 

of Inquiry headed by Shri G.D. Khosla was laid before Parliament on 
3rd September, 1974. It was stated in the said Memorandum that 
Government had examined the report of the Commission of Inquiry and 
had decided to accept the findings of the Commission that Netaji 
Subhash Chandra Bose died in an air crash on 18th August, 1945 at 
Taihoku. The said Memorandum was a public declaration of the 

conscious decision taken by the Government. 

5. It is true that the Added Respondent No. 6 does not agree with 

the findings of the Commission of Inquiry headed by Shri G.D. 
Khosla. In August, 1978 he had raised the matter in Parliament ( Lok 

Sabha) and had made a Motion to reject the same and to hold a fresh 

inquiry into the alleged death of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose. At 
that time, the then Prime Minister Shri Morarji Desai had made a 

statement fon 28th August, 1978) to the effect that reasonable doubts 
had been cast on the correctness of the conclusions reached in the 



reports of the Shah Nawaz Committee and the Commission of Inquiry 
headed by Shri G.D. Khosla, and that Government fcund it difficult to 
accept those conclusions as decisive. After th is statement by the 
then Prime Minister, the Added Respondent No. 6 withdrew the Motion 
made hy him. He also admitted that there was no need for a fresh 
inquiry. 

/' 

6. In February, 1991 Government considered the matter once again, 
and once again Government decided to accent the main conclusion of 
Shah Nawaz Committtee and the Commission of Inquiry headed by Shri 
G.D. Khosla that Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose died in an air crash at 
Taihoku on 18th August, 1948. Government also decided that no 
useful purpose would be served hy holding a fresh inquiry, 

7. It was based on the aforesaid decision of the Government that 
the award of Bharat Ratna to Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose was 
regarded as posthumous. However, since even the announcement of the 
award by the President seemed to arouse a controversy, it was 
decided by the Government not to proceed any further in the matter 
and to treat the matter as closed. The award was not even notified 
by the Government. It was precisely in order to avoid any useless 
controversy that the Government decided to treat the matter as 
closed. It is not proposed by the Government to take any further 
action in the matter bv way of presenting the decoration to the next- 
of-kin of Netaji Subhash Chandra Bose nr to deposit the decoration 
with any institution. As far as the Government is concerned, the 
matter is absolutely closed and no further action will be taken, 

8. The Hon'ble Court has to decide the issue in the main petition 
in the light of the position stated above. 


V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRETARY (PUB. t VIG. ) , 
TEL.NO. 3012421. 


MOST 'B&EDIATE/BY SPEED POST 


D.O.No. 1/27/ 9 1-Public. 


Dated* 30-12-1993. 

Dear Shr i Kundu , 

Kindly refer to yqur letter No. 15/B/Home/92/ 787/ 767A 
dated 13.12.1993 addressed to Shri L.B. Sinate, Director in 
this Ministry and copy endorsed to me forwarding therewith 
a copy of the supplementary affidavit filed by Shri Amiya 
Nath Bose, an added .respondent in C.O. No.6720(W) of 1993 
filed by Bijan Ghosh and others versus Union of India and 
another in the High Court at Calcutta. 

2. Parawise comments, as desired, have been prepared 
and a copy thereof is enclosed with the request to have the 
parawise comments settled expeditiously and the counter affidavit 
so settled returned to me at your earliest convenience to 
enable this Ministry to formally file the same in the High 
Court at Calcutta by the last date i.e. 8th January, 1994. 
I am also enclosing a copy of the supplementary affidavit 
filed by Shri Amiya Nath Bose for your ready reference and 
use . 

3. In this connection your attention is also invited 
to my d.o. letter of even number dated 24th December , 1993 
sent by fax enclosing therewith parawise comments in respect 
of three affidavits i.e. supplementary affidavit of Dr. Susanta 
Kumar Mitra; amended writ petition by Shri Bijan Ghosh and 
affidavit filed by Prof. Samar Guha. I hope the same would 
have been settled by now. It would be appreciated if the 
settled counter affidavits are sent to this Ministry at your 
earliest . 


4. 



Please acknowledge receipt, 
ith regards. 


Yours sincerely. 


V/sHRI S.K. KUNDU, 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE, 

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA, 

MINISTRY OF LAW k JUSTICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF LEGAL AFFAIRS, 
BRANCH SECRETARIAT, CALCUTTA, 

4, K. S. ROY ROAD, CALCUTTA-700001. 




(V.P. BHATIA) 
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BY SPEED POST 

No. 1/27/ 9 1-Pub He Dated: 30-12-1993. 


Copy, along with a copy of the parawise comment a 
in respect of the supplementary affidavit filed by Shri Ami ya 
Nath Bose forwarded to Shri R.N. Das, Senior Panel Counsel, 
Calcutta High Court, 88 Chowrangee Road, Calcutta. I hope 
-r the three parawise comments along with copy each of the three 

affidavits earlier sent to you vide my d.o. endorsement of 
even number dated 24th December, 1993 would have been received 
by you and would be receiving your attention. 

2. It is requested that the parawise comments now being 

sent may also kindly be settled at your earliest convenience. 
A copy of the supplementary affidavit filed by Shri Amiya 
Nath Bose is also sent herewith. 

L 

(V.P. BHATIA) 

UNDER SECRETARY TO THE GOVT. OF INDIA. 



PA RAW I SE COMMENTS IN RESPECT OF SUPPLEMENTARY AFFIDAVIT 


F I LED 

BY SHRI 

AMI YA 

NATH BOSE , 

ADDED RESPONDENT 

IN 

THE 

WRIT 

PETITION 

G.O. 

NO. 6 7 2 0 ( W ) 

OF 19 9 3, FI LED 

IN 

THE 


HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA BY SHU I BIJAN GHOSH: 


Para 1 
Para 2 


Paras 3 to 10 


Paras 11 to 17 


\ 


% 


N - 

Paras 18 to 25 


Calls for no comments* 

No comments except that the contention 
of the added respondent that the subject 
matter of C*0* No * 6 72 0 ( W ) / 93 relates to 
an enquiry is not correct* 

With reference to the contentions of the 
added respondent in paras 3 to 10, no 
comments are required as these are statements 
by the respondent based on his personal 
knowl edge* 

The contentions of the added respondent 
in paragraphs 11 to 17 are based on his 
personal knowledge and express his personal 
views. However , it may be stated that 

the Commission of Inquiry consisting of 
Shri G.D. Khosla, retired Chief Justice 
of the Punjab High Court had, in the course 
of its proceedings, given a full opportunity 

oihtrs 

to the added respondent and^ only after 


hearing 

them all 

came 

to the 

c one 1 us Ion 

that Netaji died 

i n a n 

aircrash 

at Taihoku 

on 18th 

August , 

1945* 

Th i s 

finding of 


the Commission was accepted by the Government 
and the report along with the Memorandum 
of Action Taken thereon was laid on the 
Table of both the Houses of Parliament 
on 3rd Sep t ember , 1 97 4 * 

The contentions of the added respondent 
in paragraphs 18 to 2 5 call for no comments 
since these are his submissions based 
on his personal knowledge* As regards 
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f 




the book written by Shri Khosla, its contents 

r ■ 

and its subsequent withdrawal » no comments 
are called for on the part of this respondent 


Para 2 6 



as 

the contents 

of that book 

do not in 


6 any 

way reflect 

the views of 

Government 


on 

Netaji Subhas 

Chandra Bose . 


26 

: The 

contention 

of the added 

r esponden t 


in 

paragraph 26 

is denied since 

the matter 




v 


I 

1 

V * 

r/ 

* f 


Para 27 


t 

% 

Paras 2 8 to 32 

4‘ 

v 

Para 33 


u;- ; 

was considered by the Government as late 
as in February* 1991 and it was decided 

that since two enquiries had already been 

6 

held on the disappearance of Netaji and 

Government had already accepted that Netaji 

Vjk $ 1 A 

died in an aircrash on 18th August, 1 9 4 E> 

at Taihoku, no useful purpose would be 

served by holding another inquiry. This 

■ 

^decision was taken long after the statement 

made in Parliament in 1 9 78 by the then 

O * . . 4 1 , 

Prime Minister, Shri Morarji Desai. 

o- 

: The contention of the added respondent 

* ?* 

in para 27 of the supplementary affidavit 

about the stay of Netaji in Russia in 

i - \ • 

July, 1946* does not call for any comments 

in view of the acceptance by the Government 
of the finding of the two enquiries to 

the effect that Netaji died on 18th August, 
1945 in an aircrash at Taihoku* 

if ^ 


The 

contentious 

o f 

the 

added 

r esponden t 

do 

not call for 

any 

commen t s 

since they 

are 

based on his 

persona 1 

knowl edge. 

The 

con ions 

.-.t <J ' 

o f 

the 

added 

responden t 

in 

rW 

V S 

para 3 3 as a 

I so 

in the main 

affidavit 


filed by him on M&y 7* 1993, deserve outright 
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Para 34 



Paras 35 4 36 

* 


Paras 37 & 38 


if n.9 > . 

rejection in view of the position stated 
in the affidavit ~i n -oppos ition filed on 
behalf of respondent No, 1 in response 
to the added respondent's main affidavit 
and the position stated in the foregoing 
paragraphs in response to his supplementary 
af f idav i t * 

With reference to the contentions of the 
a ddedres pendent in para 34 of his supplementary 
affidavit* it is stated that it was decided 
to confer the award of Bharat Ratna posthumous- 
ly on Netaji for the simple reason that 

Government had already accepted the main 
conclusion of the two enquiries held in 

the past namely that Netaji died in an 
air-crash on 18th August* 1945 at Taihoku, 

As regards the documents relating 
to the award it is stated that an 

affidavit claiming privilege in respect 
of those documents has already been 
filed before the Hon'ble Court by 
the Secretary to the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Home Affairs, 
Government are of the view that it 
would be futile to hold any further 
inquiry into the matter of Netaji 1 s 

dea th . 

The contentions of the petitioner 
in paras 37 & 38 do not require any 

c ornrue nts since these have no relevance 
to the conferment of Bharat Ratna 

posthumously on Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose - 
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Para 39 




: Requires no comments* 

In view of the position as already explained 
in response to the contentions of the added respondent in 
his main petition and the position now explained in response 
to his supplementary affidavit, the reliefs sought by the 
added respondent merit outright rejection. It is prayed 
according iy * 
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BY SPECIAL MESSENGER 

V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRETARY (PUB. fc VIG.), 

TEL. NO. 3012421. 


Dear Shri Jha, 


Dated: 30-12-1993. 





As you are aware, in the writ petition C.O. No.672Q(W) 
of 1993 filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh, Petitioner against Union 

of India & another in the Calcutta High Court , Shri S .K. Kundu , 
Central Government Counsel at Calcutta has engaged Shri R.N. 
Das, Senior Panel Counsel to defend this case in the said High 
Court. In connection with this case, we intend inviting Shri 
R.N. Das to Delhi for a discussion to settle certain points 
in the reply affidavits to be filed in the Calcutta High Sourt 
by 8th January , 1994 . Shri Das has already been sounded to 

reach here by the evening of 1st January, 1994 for a meeting 
fixed for 2nd January, 1994. 

2. I discussed this matter on phone with you and the 

expenses involved in connection with this journey from Calcutta 
to Delhi and back either by air in the economy class or by 
train will be borne by this Ministry. As regards the fees 
to be paid to him , you informed me that the same has to be 

decided by your Ministry. 

3. In view of the above position, I would request you 

to kindly have this matter examined and let us know the fees 

to be paid to him for the duration of his stay in Delhi. 

I will be obliged for an early reply. 

With regards. 


Yours sincerely, 

(V.P. BHATIA) 



Shri U.K. Jha, 

Assistant Legal Adviser, 
Department of Legal Affairs, 
Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi. 
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D.O. NO. 1/27/9 1-Public 


V.P. Bhatia, 
Under secretary 
FAX NO . 30157 50 


\ . _ frgBjfe 

Dated, January 3, 1994 

Dear Shri Kundu, 

\ * 

Reference your letter No. i5/B/Home/9 3/786/76 1 a dated 
9th December, 1993 addressed to shri L.B. Sinate, Director in 
the Ministry regarding C.O. No. 67 20(w) of 199 3 filed by Shri 
Bijan Ghosh against Union of India and another. 

2. I contacted you on phone around 1.00 p.M. today but 
you were in the Court. as a result, I spoke to Shri Gup too. 
Joint Secretary, Branch Secretariat, Calcutta and requested 
him to convey to you that we require the following:- 

(l) A copy of the plain order passed by the Hon'ble 
Court on 6.12.199 3 duly si cried in ink by the 
Assistant Registrar (Court). This is required 
very urgently for consultation with Law Ministry 
here: and 






(2) You might have already applied to the Registrar 

of the Court for supply of a Certified copy of the 
order dated 6.12.1993. If not done, that may kindly 
be done and certified copy so obtained sent to me 
by ££eed Post. 

3. I shall be grateful if, as requested above, the plain 

copy of order dated 6.12.1993 duly signed in ink is sent by 
speed post. 


With regards, 


Yours sincerely. 




(V.P. Bhatia) 



Shri S.K. Kundu, 

Central Government Advocate, 
Ministry of Law & Justice 
(Deptt. of Legal Affairs) , 
Branch Secretariat, 

4, K.s. Roy Road, 

C alcu tt a-7 0000 1 
(Fax NO. 033 2485215) 



Copy to Shri Gup too, J s. Branch Sectt., Ministry of Law & Justice, 
Calcutta with reference to my te^epnonic conversation this 
afternoon with him. ap early action would be appreciated. 



(V.P. Bhatia) 
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s. K. KUNDU 

CENTRAL GOVT. ADVOCATE 




No* 


SPEED POST 
15/B/Hooi6/9 3/3 | \\ k 


Government of India 
Ministry of Law 8, Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Branch Secretariat, Calcutta 
4, K. S.Roy Road, Calcutta - 1 

Dated 


To 

Shri B.p,Bhatia 
Undersecretary, 

Ministry of Home Affairs 
Govt, of India North Block 
New Delhi 110001 


Dear sir. 


C.O.No. 6720(w)/93 
Bijan Ghosh 

—V S“ 

IDI & Oxs* 




I understand from your D.O.sbfcxix No. 1/27/92- pub. dt. 

/ 3rd January 1994 as also from the telephonic talk which I had 

Uj j«v>with you on 4th January 1994 that the affidavit-in-opposition/^ 

■ * which is to be filed to the different supplementary affidavits" 

and the amended writ petition have been drafted and incorpora- 
ted in the Affidavit-in-opposition which is being filed by the 
union of India on behalf of the resDondent no.l* Astnitts^affi- 
davit which has been forwarded is the Affidavit- in- reply to the 
affi dav it -in— apposition filed by the writ petitioner on the 
application claiming previlege in the above mentioned case. 

As per our telephonic conversation* I am forwarding the 
original copy^which has been received from the office of the 
Hon'ble court for your necessary action thereon. It may not be 
out of place to mention in this connection that Mrs.Arati Dutta, 
Advocate has been instructed to file an application for urgent 
certified copy of the order dt.6th December, 1993. As I under- 
stand, she requires seme money for this and also on account of 
expenses whichAas has already incurred on your behalf. Please 
send for the present Rs.300/- direct to Mrs.Arati Dutta, Advocate 
fox taking necessary action and for obtaining the certified 
copy and for appropriating the balance towards her dues. 




% 


Enel; Plain copy of the 

order signed in ink 
as desired. 


Yours faithfully, 
( S 


Copy to ; Mrs.Arati Dutta, Advocate, 

6, Old post Office Street, Room No* 50, 
k. ^ Calcutta - 1 - for infoimation. 

. > * > ' 

' L 

V ■ ><y, ( S I?) Kundu ) 






District Calcutta 









IN THE HIGH UOURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 
( Appellate Side ) 


C.O. to. 6720 (W) of 1993 
In the matter of 

An application under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

And 


In the matter of : 
Bijon Ghosh 


Petitioner 

^&nd Added Respondent^ 


Union of India ... 


i£-5 


Ve sus 


Respondents 


I 


Affidavit in Opposition for and on behalf of Respondent .Jo. 1 . 


I, 


do hereby solemnly affirm and say as follows 

1, I am and as sujh duly authorise^fand 

competent to make this Affidavit on behalf of Respondent No. 1. 

> J>. The Respondent No. 1 has been served tnrouon the 

7 Ad*g£k 

Central Government;, Ministry of Law and Justice , Department of 

A 

Legal Affairs, Branch Secretariate, Calcutta. copies of the 

under mentioned PetitionAf f idaviti : - 



A co y of the Writ Petition parpor^e 
to Amended ' ,'rit Petition b y 

ijtj$ t affidavit a-^d purported to k iSa i 

by Sri Bijon Ghosj^the Vrit Petitioner^ 
with blank date^ aid LI c&h\c affgprmaticn 
clause. 

A copy of -fcfee Supplementary Aff i lavit 
of Dr. Susa.ita Kumar Mitra dated blank 

- " f ' 

jm,- 




2 

November, 1993. 

iii. A copy of purported fidavit of 

$jpl Samar Guha without any date or without 
any affirmation clause. 

iv. A copy of Sup lenentary $ fidavit 

, k 

ufy irmed by Sri Amiya lat.n Bose. 

. I have read tie copies of the Petition/A f idavit£ 

}h£ 

mentioned in Para 2 above and I have b e o n understood, cont^ tnereof . 

A 

I say that the 'rit Petition initiated by Sri Bijon Ghosh the 
purported Amended hr it Petition and tne Affidavits of Added Respon- 
dent? are not maintanable for the following reasons 


aria saaf erxtasxawardxsf xSMaratxXatas 


1 vJo 


1 


£rJ> 





/ \ 


tax^atayixSsabbiasxBasaxstjiEl axxsuxx 
(f*j 

a. The prayer^in the Original Writ Petition 
dated 13,1.93 relates to the President 
of Indias decision to confer an award 
of Bharat iatna^to \Ieraji Subha s^ Bose 

* n 

and as such is not justicia.nle.arn/ Court 

A 

of Law. In any event keeping in view the 
iv ide spread the public^u— loot sentiments 
the people and to avoid any unne;essar 
y controversies Govetnme it decided. 

not e e ar . ie r an lounceme nt ^ 

to take any further action in the matter 
and to treat the matter as zlpq&fl. 

b. The reraainin; prayer^ in tne Original Writ 

rUrUZf/r a j. 

Petition the subject matter .the death of 

A A 

ttJp u Chandra Bose; As already stater 
in tie idavit ~in-.0f> nos it ion date 

on behalf of t ie despondent 
Jo. 1 to the Original .Vrit Petition, )%. & 
Gover nment accepte^t ne fi iding$of both 
the Metaji Enquiry Committee j 





^ tty *i 

Government c ^x-vat 


r-e port - o tho liras wh - i - 


accepted iyy ; the Go vs rrnpe . it as s . 


p^ZT/fcTfc m sii> 


aid the K.osla Commission to the effect 
^iiphoji Clv^PUl 

that Meta ji^died in an Air Crash at 


Taihoku o a . 13. 8,45. The Kiosla Commission 
C? ft it if 

was stack co nsist ed under Section 3 of the 


Commission of t=^©- Enquiry Act^ lv52^£nder 

loti i cat ion A?- 2 ^t)70 - % }/ t -JL rfuh£ Jirf'jjo 
fi^ CiVtrnmt&T & &&-’9&0S84 /&< fit##?/ 


The 


.. ng 


. The 


Report submitted by the Khosla Tommission 

liUiC ^ T^)c. oj 

was duly placed bus the Houses of 

;.*} Ac yihi fflIH 

ParLiament^under Sub-section(4^ of Section 


3 of the Commission of Enquiry Act } 

1 9 52 . /Aft er duo - do 1 i bo r -a- t i on •'■ nd . -d i s e -us-s 
ie^ in - t no par Home it — the report submit t ec 

hy + 'nc> i^ipcla fi s j 0 1 '"f a anr.PptoH 

fay- t : e# o ; et 1 n u e ~r L , in t h g ye- a -r ^ 


/et 1 1 i u e u, ^ j. 1 1 tug /□ ar p * , . 

^f?*t CeWi&s&'js*?? Mf J> try /' 

n Q '} 1 r e :t e v id p -*_■ a ^ ^ ■»- -< -> y £-e ) ^ 

is? & trtfi/'fa 


C hr fC-JJ 

it- c ^ r p L ^ A dw^ 

o W/M' 

C if ^ W>f> ca- 

H, 


r the- 


the 


— V 


•Cb-iiLE-. — Tn c t^n rr o f /pr ^ n n ^-ry direct 

CtjW/fj/te 


evidence that Jetaji Subhas Bose is still 

X— -T Z 1 


alive *, 


Added 


s ■ 


Bose. 


c. The Purported Amended Writ Petition is 


nothino but a fresh new Writ Petition 

fht/ 


in replacement of^Oric inal Writ Petition.- 


M * u 




4 : - 


c „ V 

^tartirv from lit Is to tie prayer^ 

/i 


in the 




sorted Amended. .Vrit Petition 


i 


substantive An an- es and alteration^ have 
een made changing the character of the 
Original ,/rit Petition and as such the 
said jypcrporte*’ Amended brit Petition is 
not main tenable in law. 


& 
■ > 


d. In the jitc- o- te- ! Amended .Vrit Petition 
and in the A; f ida vit^ f i led b/ the Added 

Respond® it* issues have been raisejf .nich 

^ /» 

are not justiciable .any Court of Law. In 

A 

the ^'ported Amende .j'rit Petition and as 
well as in the Af f idayitj 1^— o o pasit io -n- 

filed on nehalf of Added Res pond e vt^uver- 

tyiu Us {lit'/l J.& 

mentjhave bee relating to p ro c eedont; da!*./ 

Parliament which are not justiciable^any 

K 

Court of Law. 


V 


e. The matters aid quest ion^re Latin- to the 
acceptance of Khosla Commission Report 
and the Presidents deicsion to conTer an 
award of Bharat Patna posthomously to 

fL, 

detaji Subhas Bose and. decision of the 

h 

Government not to proceed further in the 

ushuft 

matter relate* to question* ie cannot be 

mtwy' vWli**' rf /h~- 

enquir^V*y Co rt by W mandatory provi- 
sion of Clause (2) of Article 74 of tie 
Constitution of India. 

f. The .Vrit Petition, purported Amended Vrit 
Petition and t ie A. f i davit 

filed on benalf of the Added Respondent^ 
raise disputed quest io 15 of facts which 
ca mot be adjudicate^any writ proceeding . 


g. Neither the Writ Petitioner nor the Added 
Respondents have alleged violation of any 
legal rights belongint to them and as sued 


the Writ Petition is not mainta lable. 


4 . 




n.The Writ Petitioner and the Added Respon- 
dent>are seeking an order f rom Ihe Hon’ble 
Court directing the Government to make 
a fresh enquiry after nearly 50 years dtfT-v 

dis°ap .earenoe of Netaji Subhas Bose as 

£»? 

to .where about* 

' , A 

i The Petition .?Sad in law due to delay aid latches. 

/> 

h i The above circumstances tie Writ Petition end the 

6*4 


ported Amended Writ Petition not maintainable and tie same 
should be dismissed alonc^with the j^ff idavitj JiL&y the Added Respon- 
dent£ 


( 0 The Respondent No. 1 has already filed an Affidavit in 

Opposition to the maim Writ Petition and also^some "otherfA^f idavi^Jj — 


[in O pposition^to the aff idavitj; the Added Respondent^ filed earlieg! 
Save and &$^ept what have been specifically admitted in the 
aff idavitj filed on behalf of -Jniog of India^ I denied and dispute^? 
each and every allegation contai iW^.n the aforesaid ^arported Amended 

Writ Petition and the /|ff idavitj f iled on behalf of the Added Respon- 

3 > 

dental mentioned in Para above. if the said allegation^ a --jd aver- 

id ffhd } 

ment^are ,s4a4ed in seriatim a id denied, 


A 


1,3 



y$l 


Tie stateme its made in p& ,-a 3 / G£**aP$/ • are true to my 
knowledge and those -ade in paras above* are true to m/^ be lief 
derived from re corcl^ which I believe tobe t -ue and those made a --a-— 
in pa ra^A»Y^ are my s bmissio i^bef ore this iion'ble Court. 


I 






Co. 




Tbe re spondent ha s al re ady fil o d — an Affadavit-inTOppoeition 

to the gmic. i .J E i i Hnn f fn ti m 5 u pplemen fr%Jri t Petition, af*d 


<*«- c U-n T? «" Tj 

/? ? i/£ 0 application for ad interim inj jKrfr-inn^l , hy fha rti-a-irt 


t wy 




Petitioner ; Shri Bijan Ghosh on 1593: Af fad ax*it— in-Opposition 


v ^- e; tetpf ^ ito the Affadavit of Shri Amiya Nath Bose, added f^fespondent No 1 * 3 

tk - Ojjf* on^*Bf*1993 ^ Aff adavit-inK)pposition in response to Affadavit 

^ n - - * a! 

of Shri Sunil Krishna Gupta added respondent No". 4 on 2?*?* 1993' 


(V) Af f adavit-in-Opposition in response to Affadavit filed by 

Dr. Susanta Kumar Flitra added respondent No^ 5 on (Pi1?.1993S 
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V.P. BHATIA, 

UNDER SECRETARY (PUB. * VIG.), 
TEL. NO* 3012421. 

D.O. No. 1/27 /91-Public. 



Osar Shri Das, 


Dated: 3-1-1994. 


The Affidav it -in -Op position to the purported Amended 
Writ Petition; Supplementary Affidavit of Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra , 

added Respondent; purported Affidavit of Shri Samar Guha, added 

Respondent and Supplementary Affiavit affirmed by Shri Amiya Nath 
Bose, settled by you as also the Additional Solicitor General (Shri 
Altai Ahmad) has been fair typed and duly sworn in. A copy of 

the sworn in Affidavit together with 8 spare copies is sent herewith 
as so kindly agreed to by you this morning for taking them personally 
to Calcutta to formally file in the Hon 1 ble High Court at Calcutta. 

2. Another Affidavit in reply to the Affidav it -in-Opposition 

by the Writ Petitioner to the Privilege Affidavit filed by Secretary, 
Ministry of Home Affairs , earlier settled by you , has also been 
fair types and duly sworn in. The Affidavit so sworn in along 

with 8 spare copies is also sent herewith for similar action. 

3. The inconvenience is very much regretted. 

With regards. 

Yours sincerely, 

( V.P. BHATIA ) 


Shri R.N. Das, 

Senior Panel Counsel, 
High Court at Calcutta, 
Camp New Delhi. 


V\ 
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District Calcutta 


IK THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 
(Appellate Side) 


C.O. No. 6720 (W) of 1993. 

In the matter of : 

An application under Article 226 of the Constitution of 
India . 


AND 


In the matter of : 
Bijan Ghosh 


Petitioner 


VERSUS 


0 

A 


Union of India 
fc Others 


... Respondent 

... Added Respondents, 




Affidavit-in-Opposition for and on behalf of Respondent 

No. 1 : 


It V.P. Bhatia, son of late Shri M.L. Bhatia aged 
about 50 years, by occupation, service, working for gain 
at New Delhi in the Ministry of Home Affiars, residing 
at 5/602, Lodhi Colony, New Delhi -1 1 0003 , do hereby solemnly 
affirm and say as follows: 

1. I am Under Secretary in the Ministry of Home Affairs, 

Government of India and am filing this Affidavit-in-Opposition 
for and on behalf of Respondent No.l herein and I am acquainted 
ith the facts and circumstances of the case. 

I have been duly authorised and am competent to 
and affirm this Affidavit on behalf of the Respondent 

3. The Respondent No.l has been served through the 

Central Government Advocate, Ministry of Law and Justice, 
Department of Legal Affairs, Branch Secretariat, Calcutta, 


. . . 2 /- 
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copies of the under mentioned Petition/ Affidavits:- 

(i) A copy of the Writ Petition purported 

to be Amended Writ Petition supported 
by an Affidavit purported to be affirmed 
by Shri Bijan Ghosh, the Writ Petitioner, 
with blank date and blank affirmation 
clause . 

(ii) A copy of Supplementary Affidavit of 

Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra dated blank 
November ,1993. 

(iii) A copy of purported Affidavit of Shri 

Samar Guha without any date or without 
any affirmation clause. 

(iv) A copy of the Supplementary Affidavit 

affirmed by Shri Amiya Nath Bose. 

4. I have read the copies of the Pet i t ion / Af f idav i t s 

mentioned in Para 3 above and I have understood the contents 
thereof. i S ay that the Writ Petition initiated by Shri 

Bijan Ghosh, the purported Amended Writ Petition and the 
Affidavits of Added Respondents are not maintainable for 
the following reasons: - 


(a) 



in the 


Prayer 

(a )l 

Original 

Writ 

Petition 

dated 

18.1. 

1993 

relates 

to 

the President of 

I ndia 

1 s 

decision 

t o 

confer an 

award 


of Bharat Ratna posthumously to Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose and as such is not 
justiciable in any Court of Law. In 
any event, keeping in view the widespread 
public reaction and sentiments o,f the 
people and to avoid any unnecessary 
controversy, the Government decided, 
notwithstanding the earlier announcement, 
not to take any further action in the 


.. 3 /- 
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V 


(b) 



matter and to treat the matter as closed. 
No cause of action, therefore, in this 
behalf survives and any debate in this 
regard is wholly academic. 

The remaining prayers in the Original 
Writ Petition relate to the subject 
matter of the death of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose . As a 1 ready stated in 
the Affidavit -in-Opposition dated 17.9.1993 
filed on behalf of the Respondent No.l 
to the Original Writ Petition, the Govern- 
ment accepted the findings of both the 
Netaji Inquiry Committee and the Khosla 
Commission to the effect that Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose died in an Air Crash 
at Taihoku on 18.8.1945. The Khosla 
Commission was constituted under Section 
3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 
1952, under Notification No. 25/14/70- 
Poll.II dated 11-7-1970. The Government 
after examining the Report decided to 
accept the findings of the Commission . 
The Report submi 1 1 ed by the Khos 1 a Commission 
was duly laid on the Table of both the 
Houses of Parliament in the year 1974 
under Sub -section (4) of Section 3 of 
the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952. 
Khosla Commission Report is a statutory 
Report which was accepted by the Government 
in 1974. The Government consider that 
it is futile to re-open the issues settled 


The 


.. . 4 /- 


as a result of Khosla Commission Report 
at this distance of time when there 
is no credible direct evidence that 
Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose is still 
alive. 

(c) The Purported Amended Writ Petition 
is nothing but a fresh new Writ Petition 
in replacement of the Original Writ 
Petition. Starting from the Cause Title 
to the Prayers in the Purported Amended 
Writ Petition, substansive changes and 
alterations have been made changing 
the character of the Original Writ Petition 
and as such the said purported Amended 
Writ Petition is not maintainable in 
law. 

(d) In the Purported Amended Writ Petition 
and in the Affidavits filed by the Added 
Respondents, issues have been raised 
which are not justiciable in any Court 
of Law. In the purported Amended Writ 
Petition and as well as in the Affidavits 
filed on behalf of Added Respondents 
averments have been made relating to 
proceedings before the Parliament which 
are not justiciable in any Court of 
Law. 

The matters and questions relating to 
the acceptance of Khosla Commission 
Report and the President's decision 
to confer an award of Bharat Ra t na posthu- 
mously to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose 
and the decision of the Government not 








* A 


% 


V 


to proceed further in the matter relate 
to questions which cannot be enquired 
in any Court by virtue of the mandatory 
provision of Clause (2) of Article 74 
of the Constitution of India . 

(f) The Writ Petition, purported Amended 
Writ Petition and the Affidavits filed 
on behalf of the Added Respondents raise 
disputed questions of facts which cannot 
be adjudicated in any writ proceeding. 

(g) Neither the Writ Petitioner nor the 
Added Respondents have alleged violation 


of 

any 

legal 

rights belonging 

to them 

and 

% 

as 

such 

the Writ Petition 

is not 

maintain 

able . 




(h) The Writ Pet i t ioner and the Added Respondents 
are seeking an order from the Hon'ble 
Court directing the Government to make 
a fresh inquiry after nearly 50 years 
after disappearance of Netaji Subhas 
Chandra Bose as to his whereabouts* 

(i) The Petition is bad in law due to delay 
and latches. 

the above circumstances the Writ Petition 
rted Amended Writ Petition are not maintainable 
should be dismissed alongwith the Affidavits 
Added Respondents . 

6. The Respondent No.l has already filed an Affidavit- 

in-Opposit ion to the main Writ Petition and also the following 
Af f idavits : - 

(i) Aff idav it -in-Opposition to the Supplementary 

Writ Petition filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh;on 17.9.1993; 

(ii) Af f idavit -in-Opposit ion to the application for 

ad interim injunction filed by Petitioner, Shri 
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Bijan Ghosh; on 17.9.1993; 

(iii) Affidavit -in-Opposition to the Affidavit of Shri 

Amiya Nath Bose , added Respondent No . 3 J on 22.9. 1993; 

( iv ) Af f idavi t -in-Oppos i t ion in response to Affidavit 

of Shri Sunil Krishna Gupta, added Respondent 

No. 4: on 29.9.1993; and 

(v) Af f idavit -in-Opposition in response to Affidavit 

filed by Dr. Susanta Kumar Mitra, added Respondent 
No. 5 Ion 6.12.1993. 

Save and except what have been specifically admitted in 
the Affidavits filed on behalf of Union of India, I deny 
and dispute each and every allegation contained in the 

aforesaid purported Amended Writ Petition and, the Affidavit, 
filed on behalf of the Added Respondents mentioned in para 

3 above, as if the said allegations and averments are set 

out in seriatim and denied. 

7 . The statements made in paras 1, 2 & 4 (first sentence) 

are true to my knowledge and those made in paras 3 and 

4 (except the first sentence) above are true to my information 

and belief derived from rec'^rd€'wKidlv/' Iv believe , to be true 

*vv \ 

and those made in paras 5 and jp aa&ovUb fare my submissions 

*• * 


before this Hon'ble Court 


\ 







DEPONENT 


F I CAT ION : 


I, the abovenamed deponent, do hereby verify the 
ontents of the above Affidavit as true and correct to 
my knowledge based on the official records pertaining to 
the matter and that no part of it is false and nothing 
material is concealed therefrom. 

Verified at New Delhi on 3rd January , 1994 . 


k 


DEPONENT 


Solemnly affirmed and signed before me by the deponent 
who is personally known to me on this the 3rd January , 1994 , 
at my office at 



Certified thsr tte it **** loefll 

Wtt dec in red cn *■ i * f i 1 ; rio# 
before me wtucb has K » - i*v rt 

the <k*x»*** vho b*t ^ ^ 
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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION 
(APPELLATE SIDE) 


C.O. NO, 6720(W) OF 1993 
IN THE MATTER OF: 

AN APPLICATION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

AND 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

SHR 1 ill JAN GHOSH . . .PET I ONER 

VERSUS 

UNION OF INDIA & ANR. ... RESPONDENTS 

AFFIDAVIT IN REPLY TO THE AFFIDAV IT- IN-OPPOS IT ION BY THE 
WRIT PETITIONER TO THE AFFIDAVIT OF SHRI N.N. VOHRA , 

SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA, MINISTRY OF HOME 

AFFAIRS CLAIMING PRIVILEGE UNDER SECTION 123 AND 124 

OF THE EVIDENCE ACT READ WITH ARTICLE 74(2) OF THE CONST I - 

TUTION OF INDIA: 

I, V.P. Bhatia, son of late Shri M.L. Bhatia 
gad about 50 years, by occupation service working for 
ain at New Delhi in the Ministry of Home Affairs, residing 
at 5/ 602 , Lodhi Colony, New Delhi - 1 1 0 0 0 3 , do hereby 
solemnly affirm and say as follows: - 

1. I am Under Secretary in the Ministry of Home 
Affairs, Government of India and duly authorised and 
competent -to affirm this affidavit for and on behalf 
of the respondent No.l herein. 

2. I have been duly authorised and am competent 
to make and affirm this affidavit on behalf of the 
Respondent No.l. 

3. I have read a copy of the Af f idav i t -i n -Oppos i t i on 
affirmed on 18th November , 1 9 9 3 (hereinafter referred 
to as the said affidavit) and understood the purport 
and contents thereof. 



. . . 2 /- 
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* * 

4. Save and except the statements expressly admitted 

hereinafter and save and except what appears from the 
all 

record, /*1 legat ions contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith shall be deemed to have been denied and disputed 
by me . 

5. Fully relying on the above, I now beg to deal 
with the statements or allegations contained in the 
said affidavit. 

6. With reference to paragraph 4 of the said affidavit, 
save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 
all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent 
therewith are denied and disputed. I state that as 
already averred in the af f idavi t -in -oppos i t i on in response 
to the said affidavit and supplementary application 
etc. filed by the petitioner, the contentions now made 
out in para 4 are without any merit and are denied. 

7. With reference to paragraph 5(a) of the said 
affidavit, save as aforesaid and save what appears from 

the records, all allegations contrary thereto and/or 

1 

inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed, I state 
that the contentions of the deponent are uncalled for 
as the affidavit concerned has been affirmed properly 
and in accordance with law, 

8. With reference to paragraph 5(b) to (g) of the 
said affidavit, save as aforesaid and save what appears 
from the records, all allegations contrary thereto 
and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed, 

1 state that the contentions of the deponent are emphatically 
denied* The order of the Hon'ble Court to produce the 
relevant records has been considered very carefully* 
The reasons for withholding permission to produce the 
records are stated clearly in the affidavit of the 
Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs* 


* . . 3 / * 







9. 


With reference to paragraph 5(h & i) of the said affidavit, 


save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 
contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed, 

I state that the claim of privilege is in accordance with the provisions 

of Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence Act read with Article 74(2) of 

■«. 

the Constitution of India, and has been made after due application 
of mind* 

10* With reference to paragraph 5{j) of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

I state that the contentions of the deponent are emphatically denied 

in view of the position already stated in reply to para 5(a) to (g). 

11. With reference to paragraph 6 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 
I state that the contentions of the deponent are unfounded and misconceived. 
The claim of privilege has been made with regard to the legal and 

constitutional provisions. Further, the claim of privilege has been 
made only after due application of mind and with reference to the 

contents of the relevant records. 

12. With reference to paragraph 7 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed* 

I state that the contentions of the deponent are emphatically denied. 

13. With reference to paragraph 9 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed* 

late that the position taken by the deponent is wrong and merits 




With reference to paragraph 11 of the said affidavit, save 


as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 
contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed, 
I state that the submission of the deponent in para 11 is totally out 


of place as in para 1 of the affidavit of Secretary to the Government 


of India, Ministry of Home Affairs, claiming privilege in respect of 


the records ordered to be produced, a reference has been made to 

the order of the Hobble Court for the production of all the records 
pertaining to the declaration of the award of Bharat Ratna posthumously 
to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 

15. With reference to paragraph 12 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

I state that the contention of the deponent is frivolous. 

16. With reference to paragraph 13 of the said affidavit, save 

all 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records/ allegations contrary 
thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. I state * 
that the contentions of the deponent are misconceived. 

17. With reference to paragraph 14 of the said affidavit, save 

. 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

* 

I state that the allegations of the deponent are baseless and incompetent. 

18. With reference to paragraphs 15 & 16 of the said affidavit, 

save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 

contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

1 state that the contentions of the deponent with reference to para 
5 of the affidavit of the Secretary to the Government of India, Ministry 
of Home Affairs, are his own presumptions and are not based on factual 
knowledge about the relevant records, notes and minutes by officers 
and Ministers on files and papers submitted to Cabinet Committee on 

Political Affairs and its decision thereon. 

19. With reference to paragraph 17 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 
contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

I state that the contentions of the deponent are not based on factual 
knowledge of the relevant records and their contents and are denied . 

20. With reference to paragraph 18 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 
contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed. 

I state that the contentions of the deponent are entirely misconceived. 
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21* With reference to paragraph 19 of the said affidavit, save 

as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all allegations 
contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith are denied and disputed* 

I state that the findings of the Netaji Inquiry Committee (1956) and 
of the Khosla Commission as also the statement of the former Prime' 
Minister, Shri Morarji Desai made in Parliament in the year 1978, 
were fully known to the Government while declaring the award of Bharat 
Ratna 1 posthumously ' to Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose on 23rd January, 
1992* The matter was considered by the Government later in February, 
1991 and it was decided that since two inquiries had already been 
held on the disappearance of Netaji, and Government had already accepted 
the Reports which held that Netaji died in an aircrash on 18th August, 
1945 at Taihoku, no useful purpose would be served by holding another 
inquiry. In view of this position , the contentions , of the deponent are 
misconceived, unfounded and without any basis* It is further denied 
that the claim of privilege is a myth. 

22. With reference to paragraph 20 of the said affidavit, 

save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, all 
allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 
are denied and disputed. I state that it is true that some 
Members of Parliament had raised the matter of conferring 
the award of Bharat Ratna on Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose. 
However, the process of giving an award is not as simple 
as that* All related considerations have to be taken into 
>unt by Government. The process of decision taking at 
highest level has also to be gone through* As regards 
claim of privilege with reference to the records relating 
the declaration of Bharat Ratna posthumously 1 to Netaji 



Subhars Chandra Bose, the position has already been stated 
in response to the deponent 1 s contentions in earlier paragraphs* 
23. With reference to paragraph 21 of the said affidavit, 
save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 
all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 
are denied and disputed* I state that the matter of production 
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of relevant records has been considered very carefully 
before claiming privilege under Section 123 & 124 of the 
Evidence Act read with Article 74(2) of the Constitution 
of India. 

24. With reference to paragraph 22 of the said affidavit , 
save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 
all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 
are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 
of the deponent are frivolous and are denied. 

25. With reference to paragraph 23 of the said affidavit, 
save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 
all allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 
are denied and disputed. I state that the contentions 
of the deponent are denied inasmuch as the Note for the 
Cabinet Committee on Political Affairs on the subject of 
the dispute regarding the ashes of Netaji Subhas Chandra 
Bose and also the controversy whether he is dead or alive 
and the decision of the Cabinet Committee thereon are 
covered under Article 74(2) of the Constitution of India 
read with Sections 123 & 124 of the Evidence Act. 

26. With reference to paragraph 26 of the said affidavit, 
save as aforesaid and save what appears from the records, 
■iill allegations contrary thereto and/or inconsistent therewith 

denied and disputed, 

An'lMKt ' 1 Ttiat the statements made in paragraphs 1 to 5 are true 

V j ^my knowledge and those contained in paragraphs 6 to 

information derived from the records 




«t, ^ r" v- 


L eve to be true. 


V 

'If* 




DEPONENT 


... 7 /- 
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VERIFICATION: 

I. the above named deponent, do hereby verify the 
contents of the above affidavit as true and correct to my 
knowledge based on the official records pertaining to the 
matter and that no part of it is false and nothing material 
is concealed therefrom. 

Verified at New Delhi on 3rd January, 1994. 




DEPONENT 


4^^oieamLy affirmed and signed before me by the 
‘"uee^Kint who is personally known to me on this 
JjEtft^rd day of January, 1994 at my office at 


y 


*U deciBTtu 

be tote me w* 
tbe deponent 


wGiti tied tttflt ch€ 
AM decleted on 


t toe lOieBOiny fccacemeo* 

j cn solemn affirmatlOO 
bich has been read over *0 
t who has admitted i* »• 
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Ministry of Law & Justice 
Department of Legal Affairs 
Central Agency Section 

Pleased below the copy of the draft S.L.P.on the 
draft of the cJpihioh given by ^ and drafted by 

ft > V qqvk^u^ / S.L. P. and st a\ petition for persual. 

The same may please be return immediately to this office 
after peruals alongwith the following further documents etc. 


0 


% 




1. 

2 . 

3. 

5. 

\ 

6 . 


7. 


Vakalatnama only signed by the competent authority 
in favour of the undersigned. 

Day to day reasons for delay in filing the petition 
before this Hon’ble Supreme Court of India (if the 
matter is time barred). 

Copies of the annexures as mentioned in the draft 
petition. 

Original Certified copy of the impugned judgement,. 

Name, designation and telephone no of the officer who 
will swear the affidavit in a support of the petition. 

The affidavit has t o be signed by Under Secretary to 
the Govt, of India or a Director of the Department, 

DM Addl, D.A. D.P.O. Addl. D.P.O. of the Railway. 

Latest correct address of the petitioners and respondent. 



Mete {-Limitation expiring/Expired on 


It is requested to keep in tough with in this 
office till the matter is filed in the Hon'bla 
Court of India* 






0 ( 1 ) 

"^Superintendent (L) 




CASE DY.NO. 


DT. 


i.One tl 


CASE FILS NO. 

Rs. 1000/ -Rs . 7jr^/ 1 - (R^.Onb thousand/ S evan. 
f i-ftYTSnly ) For court fee and other Mi sc /Expenses in favour 
of Central Agency Section M/s, Law & Just ice, D/Legal 
Affairs, before filing the petition in the Hon*ble .Supreme 
Court. 




w 


k 


(Superintendent (L) 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL A P PELL ATS JURISDICTION 

PETITION FOR SPECIAL LEAV-E TO APPEAL (C) NO. of 1994 

IN THE MATTER OF : 





4 

*; 



UNION <ftF INDIA Petitioner 

Versus 

1) Bijan Ghosh 

2) Suahanta Kumar Mitra -.-.-.-.-•-Respondents 


PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 136 
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA. 


The Hon'ble Chief Justice if India 
and His companion Justices of the 
Hon'ble Supreme court of India. 

The humble petition of the 
petitioner above named 



SHEWETH: 


1) That this is a petition for special 

leave to appeal against the Order dated 6th 

■%- v . ' v ■ f ' : * ' - > : . i: : 

0ecember,1998 of the learned Single Judge of the 

l 


contd ...2 



Calcutta High court in CD no, 6720 (W) of 1993, 

t 

2) That the petition for special leave 


to appeal raises substantial questions of law 

of general public importance as under : 


(a) Whether on a true reading of the 

provision of Sections 123 and 124 of 


the E vidence Act readwith Article 


74(2) of the Constitution of Ir)dia, 

* 

■*u : ■ ■ 

-"%* . . 5’t® -■ 

the High court was right in law in 

making an order for the p reduction 

of the unpublished official records 

i 

) 1 * 

relating to the affairs of the 

S tate and -which contained coijimuni cations 

by Public officers in official conference? 

* 

0 * 

(b) whether the High court was right in 

law in exercising its jurisdiction 

under Article 226 of the Constitution 

of India relating to the policy 

N V *?' 

matter of the state ? 

' ' » 

(c) wh&bhr the High court was right 
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in law in requiring production of 
the official records when the question 


(?v'H‘Ai l%~ t £ in issue has been closed and the writ 

%& fy*J\k 

I'M <5~|( 

are as under : 


petition has been infructuous ? 




The facts leading to the present appeal 




V 



(a) That the respondents herein filed 

a writ petition under Atticle 226 of the 
Constitution of India challenging the declaration 
of the Award of ’Bharat Ratna* post&imuosly on 
Netaji 5ubash Chander Bose on the grounds 
among sts others that the same is contrary to the 
provision of Article 18 of the Constitution of 
India. 

(fc) That the petitioner herein contested 

the said writ petition by filing a detailed 
counter. A true copy of the said affidavit in 
opposition is hereto annexed and marked as 
A nnexure-A. 

It may be mentioned here that though 


contd, . . 4 


V 

- 4- 

the Award was announced poslkimuously on Netaji, 
the Award was not notified and the stage of 
notification did not arise and in view of the 
very announcement of the Award provoked seme 
adverse reactions in various quarters and also 

considering the reaction and with a view to 

* 

avoid any unnecessary controversy, the 
Go v eminent^ no t to proceed any further in the 

twA clmi 

matter the matter as ctareyd, 

(c) That on behalf of the petitioner 
the Secretary of the Government of India 

Sri N*N.Vohra filed an affidavit claiming 
privilege tinder sections 123 and 124 of the 
B-vidence Act readwith Article 74(2) of the 
Constitution of India dated 28th September, 9 3 

in view of the directions given by the High to 

\ 1 

produce all records pertaining to the declara— iion 

% 

©f the Awsrrd, 

(d) That on 6/12/93 when the 
matter was taken up for hearing by the learned 

S ingle Judge of the High court, it was informed 

i 


co ntd . 1 4 


to the court of the above position and the 
learned Addl. Solicitor General who appeared 
on behalf of the Union of India prayed that 

i . ~ , * 

the nx writ petition may be dismissed in view 
of the fact that the matter has been closed by 
the Government of India and ifchat the alleged 
cause of action has ceased to exist. 

(e) That the court further directed 

the petitioner to produce the decision taken 
as to how the matter has been closed* It was 
further directed that necessary filed b? produced 
by the Government before the court on the re xt 
da te of hearing i. e. 19. 1.1994; 

The court also directed that relevant 
records be placed, before the court which would 
show as to what lead the Government to review 
its own decision and to take a fresh decision. 

4) That the petitioner has not filed 
earlier any special leave petition before this 
Hon'ble court against the impugned order. 

5) It is further submitted that the 


con t d * . * * b 
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petitioner may be exempted from moving the 
Division Bench of the High court against the 
imp-ugned order of the learned Single Judge 
of the High court in view of the special circums- 
tances prevailed in the case* If for any reason 
this Bon’ble court comes t© the view that the 
petitioner ought to have moved the High court 
before approaching this Hon*ble court. 



6) That aggrieved by the Order dated 

6.12.1993 of the learned single Judge of the 
Calcutta High court in 00 No. 6720 (W) pf 1993, 
the petitioner herein prefers this special 
leave petitio n ©n the following amongst other 


'> ■ 

G ROUNDS 



(A) The impugned order of the High court 

is contrary t© law. 



The High court failed to appreciate 
that the order made by the High court 
directing production of the files 
relating to the decision to close 
contd. . . 








the matter is beyond the scope of the 
writ petition and the High court has no 
jurisdiction t whatsoever, to give such 
direction. 

The High court failed to appreciate that 
once the matter having been closed the 
writ petition has become infructuous and 
the High court ought to have ordered the 

f 

disposal of the #rlt petition on the said 
ground. 

1 " 

The High court failed to appreciate 
that there cannot be any direction or 
inquiry with regard t© the decision relating 
to closure ef the matter until and unless 

any complaint is made regarding illegality 

. 

of such closure or any malafide on the 
part ®f the government ©r any individual 
functionary of the government. 

The High court failed to appreciate 
that the order di re ctio^r' production of the 


conte. • .8 



records relating to the decision to 
review the matter and closet the matter 
is outside the scope of the writ and is 
beyond the jurisdiction of the High Court 
under Article 226 of the Constitution ef 
India. 

(F) In any view of the matter , the order made 

by the High court in the instant case is 
lia-ble to be set-aside. 

PRAYER 

It is, therefore, most respectfullly prayed 
that this Hcn'ble court may be pleased: 

(a) to grant special leave to appeal against 

* 

the order dated 6*12.93 of the Ld. Single 
Judge of the Calcutta High court in CD 
Ne.6720(W) of 1993. 

(b) to pass such other order or orders as this 
Hon'ble court may deem fit and proper. 

DRAWN BY: FI LED BY 


( B, Parthasarathi) 
AAdvocate. 


ADVOCATE FOR THE PETITIONER 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 


I A.No. 


of 1994 


IN 


Special Leave Petition (Civil) No . of 1994 

IN THE MATTER OF : 

UNION OF INDIA Petitioner 


Versus 


SI JAN GHOSH AND ANR. . ... Respondents, 


PETITION FOR EXP ARTE ADINTEHIM 
STAY. 

To 

The Hon'ble Chief Justice of India 
and His companion Justices of the 
Hon'ble S upreme court of India, 

The humble petition of the 
petitioner above named 
MOoT RESPECTFULLY SHE.JETH : 

1) That the petitioner has filed the 

special leave petition before this Hon'ble court 
against the order dated 6.12.1993 of the learned 
Single Judge of the Calcutta High court in (X) 
No. 6720 (W) of 1993. 





That the petitioner craves leave t© 


refer to the facts and circumstances of the case 
aestated in the special leave petition, to avoid 
repeti tion 


3) 


That the petitioner has been directed 


to produce relevant records regarding the decision 
to close the matter by the Government of India 
on 19.1.1994 before the learned Single Judge of 
the High court.ef Calcutta. 


4) 


It is s ubmitted that the matter in 


question is a purely policy matter of the Government 
©f India and the High court has no jurisdiction, 
whatsoever, in the instant case to seek to look 
at the' files. Further, the matter having 
become infructuous, the High court has no 
jurisdiction, whatsoever, to go into the 
propriety or otherwise of the decision. 

5) It is, therefore, submitted that it 
will be in the interest of justice that the 
petitioner be granted exparte adinterim stay 
pending the appeal and pending the Notice of 
Metition to the respondents. 

6) It is further submitted that no prejudice 
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will be caused to the respondents if the stay 
as prayed for is granted in favour of the 
peti tioner. 

PRAYER 

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed 
that this Hon'ble court may be pleased : 

(a) to grant exparte adinterim stay of the 


opera tionof the order dated 6-12-93 of the 
ld^Single Judge of the Calcutta High court 
in 00 No. 6720 ( W) of 1993. 


(b) t© confirm prayer (a) BY NOTICE OF MOTION 


t© the respondents 


(c) to pass such other crder/orders as this 


Hon'ble court may deem fit and proper. 



ADVOCATE HO R THE PETITIONER 


FILED BY 


Advocate. 


i 


b» HAND 


V.P. BHAXIA, 

UDDER SECRETARY ( PUB . k VIG.), 
TEL. NO. 3012421. 

D.O. HO. 1/27/91-Public. 



Dated: 9-1-1994. 

Dear Shri Parmeswaran , 

Kindly refer to Central Agency Section Dy. No. S ' -S ~/ 94/ U- 
CAS dated 7.1.1994 forwarding therewith petition for special leave 
under Article 136 of the Constitution of India in the matter of C.O.No. 
672 0{W) of 1993 filed by Shri Bijan Ghosh in the High Court at Calcutta 
challenging the conferment of Bharat Ratna posthumously on Netaji 
Subhas Chandra Bose together with a petition for stay with a Prayer 
for ex -parte ad interim stay and another petition for exemption from 
filing the certified copy of the Order dated 6.12.1993. Shri M. 
Venkateswara Iyer, Joint Secretary in this Ministry had a word with 
Addl. Solicitor General on these petitions and the latter confirmed 
that he has already seen these petitions and gave a green signal 
for fair typing of these papers. Accordingly, an original copy on 
green sheet of these petitions together with a covering page reflecting 
the Index of pages together with IS spare copies, complete in all 
respects are sent herewith for formally filing in the Registry of the 
Supreme Court. 


2. As desired in the reference above cited, a Vakalatnama duly 
signed by the undersigned in your favour is enclosed. The affidavit 
mentioned in Item 4 duly completed by me is also enclosed. The latest 
address of the Petitioner and the Respondents in question, as per avail- 
able records have been incorporated in the petition for special leave 
to appeal itself. 

3. A cheque for Rs. 1,000/- in favour of Central Agency Section. 
Ministry of Law. Justice and Company Affairs. Department of Legal 
Affairs towards Court fee and other miscellaneous expenses will be 
sent separately during the day. 



4. I shall be grateful if further action for filing this petition 
for special leave to appeal and other petitions in the Supreme Court 
is taken very urgently and this Ministry informed of the position. 

5. It is also requested that an application may also be filed 
requesting the Hon'ble Supreme Court for early hearing of the matter 
keeping in view the fact that the next date of hearing of this case 
in the High Court at Calcutta is 19th January. 1994. In case an early 
hearing can be ensured jags# otherwise, then such an application may 
not be necessary. 


with regards. 


Yours sincerely, 

(V.P. Bhatia) 


^ Shri P. Parmeswaran, 

^ ■ (Deputy Government Advocate, 

Min. of Law k Justice. Central Agency Section, 
Supreme Court of India Building, New Delhi. 


BIT HAND I 
( 

8ftf>fiR B §iEi&rARY (PUB.lVIG.) 

TEL. HO. 30 12421 


D.O.NO. 1/27 /91-Public 


Dateds 11th Janaary, 1994 


Dear Shri Parmeswaran, , 

In continuation of my D.O, letter of even number 
dated 9th January, 1994 (delivered In the morning 
of 10th January, 1994 in your office). 1 am 
sending herewith a Cheque No. 039803 dated 10th January, 
1994 drawn - on the State Bank of India, Central 
Sectt. Branch, New Delhi for an amount of ^s.l,000/~ 
(Rupees one thousand only) towards Court Fee and 
other miscellaneous expenses in the filing of S.L.P, 
in the matter of C.O. No. 6720(W) of 1993 filed by 
Shri Bijan Ghosh in the High Court at Calcutta 
against Union of India. 

Lkao£i8ai*mSSt d »fP?Si& e ?fi8S4.; f<ic1 * 1 r «”*P* in 

* 

With regards. 



Yours sincerely, 



(V.P. BHATIA) 


Shri P. Parmeswaran, 

Additional /' Govt. Advocate, 
Min. of Law and Justice, 

Central Agency Section, 

Supreme Court of India Building 


NEW DELHI 





. f 



D.-K, Jha, . 

Asst. Legal Adviser, 
Ph .36*43 5. 


/j*7 


D.O.F.N*. 22(2)/94-Judl. 
Dear Shrl Bhatia, 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 

fafa, sflr tow 

MINISTER OF LAW, JUSTICE 
& COMPANY AFFAIRS 

farfa frirPT 

DEPARTMENT OF LEGAL AFFAIRS 


New Delhi, 11th Jan., '94. 



x 


A 


V 




Kindly refer t# yeur D.O. letter Ne. 
1/27/91 -Public dated 30.12.1993 regarding the 
fees te be paid te Shri R.N. Das, Sr. Panel Ceunsel 
far the dur^tian af his stay in Delhi in cennectien 
with W.P. CO Ne.672o(W) af 1993 filed by Shri Bijan 
Ghesh against UOI. The campetent Autharity has 
appraved a fee af te.1000/- anly as daily fee far 
absence frem Headquarters . The phetecepy af the 
appraval arder is enclosed far yaur ready reference, 


With regards. 


Yaurs sincerely. 


Enclt as abave. 

Shri V .p. Bhatia, 

Under Secretary (Pub. & Vlg.) t 
M/m Heme Affairs, 

Narth Black, 

New Delhi-110001. 


( U, K. Jfba ) 
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The Ministry of Home Affairs have requested for the 
quantum of daily fee payable to a panel counsel in the 
Calcutta High Court for his visit to Delhi, on the 
request of the Department for a discussion to settle 
certain points in the Writ Petition C.O.No.6720 (W) of 
1993 in the Calcutta High Court. 

2. Shri R.N. Das, Senior Panel Counsel has been 
engaged by the Calcutta Branch Secretariat in the matter. 
The counsel has been called by the Ministry of Home 
Affairs for a discussion. As per the revised terms and 
conditions applicable to panel counsel in Calcutta 

High Court, if the counsel is required to go out of 
Headquarters in connection with Central Government 
litigation, he will be entitled to a daily fee to be 
decided by the Department of Legal Affairs# on j the 
basis of per day of appearance for the days of his 
absence from the Headquarters including the days of 
departure from, intervening holidays and arriving back 
to the Headquarters 

3. A Senior Panel Counsel is entitled to a maximum 
fee of Rs.935/- (i.e.55 gins) ps r day for hearing in 
High Court. Keeping in mind that the counsel will be 
away from the Headquarters, we may approve a fee of 

Its ,1000 /— only as daily fee for absence from Headquarters 
to Shri R.N. Das. 
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( U.K. JHA ) 

Assistant Legal Adviser, 
7 .1.1994 








